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Current Topics. 


The Public Trustee and Executor Bill. 


Tuts Brit was to come on in the House of Commons yesterday 
(Friday), but as, up to Wednesday, there were no fewer than 
twenty-five pages of amendments set down, it is not likely to 
make very rapid progress. The feeling against it amongst 
bankers and in commercial circles is increasing, and it is to be 
hoped that it will be discreetly dropped. 


The Increase of Officialism. 


WE vEsrrE to draw the special attention of our readers to. 
the important memorandum on this subject which has been 
issued by the Council of the Taw Society, and which we print 
elsewhere. It contains a luminous review of the costly and 
unsuccessful officialism with which the country has been 
burdened during the last twenty years or so. We hope it will 
be circulated among members of both Houses of Parliament 
and the Chambers of Commerce. No lawyer needs to be con- 
vinced of the evils resulting from this strange mania for pre- 
venting people from managing their own affairs in their own 
way, but the public greatly need to be aroused to the expense 
and dangers attending the system. 


The State of Business in the Chancery Division. 


Ir 1s difficult to find an explanation of the present condition 
of the business before the judges of the Chancery Division. 
There is in that division a bench of judges of learning, ability, 
and energy seldom equalled, opportunity for speedy trial never 
equalled, simplicity of procedure never equalled, yet the suitors 
who used to flock to the Court of Chancery in the days when 
at all events, the two last-mentioned conditions were absent, 
now stand aloof, and the courts and chambers are comparatively 
destitute of work. Probably the practical abolition of 
administration actions has something to do with this condition 
of things, but is the ancient maxim that the cheapening and 
expediting of legal procedure will result in an increase of 
business unfounded? Or is it the fact that the former heavy 
work of the courts was due to constant arrears with which the 
staff of judges was unable to cope, and that now, when these 
arrears have been cleared off, we come to a normal supply of 
business? Perhaps some of our readers whose experience in 
Chancery business extends over many years may supply an 
answer to the problem. Meanwhile it would seem that the 
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business of the Probate Division might, with great advantage, 
be transferred, temporarily or permanently, to one or two of 
the judges of the Chancery Division. 


The Relations of the Two Branches of the 
Profession. 

Mr. Justice Kexewicn’s address at the dinner of the 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Association leads one to regret that this 
learned judge does not oftener appear as a speaker at these 
social festivities. Nothing could be more appropriate to the 
occasion than his remarks, and they were distinguished from the 
usual run of these effusions, not only by their admirable mode 
of expression, but by. having a solid basis of thought. The 
social relations between the two branches of the profession have 
no doubt greatly improved of late years, but there is still a lack 
of opportunity for discussion between them of subjects of 
common interest, and a still greater lack of means for taking 
action together upon them. The recent failure of the proposal 
for a school of law, to which Mr. Justice Kexewicu referred, is 
but one of many instances in which consultation and discussion 
might have brought about results beneficial to the whole pro- 
fession ; and, as the learned judge pointed out, not only in these 
respects, but also as regards higher matters, the two branches 
ought to work together. The weighty words with which he con- 
cluded his speech deserve to be borne in constant remembrance : 
‘‘ They really were all members of one body, and the health of the 
whole body was affected according to the condition of the health or 
ill-health of one member. There could not be any impropriety on 
the bench or at the bar which in some small degree did not give 
a shock to all those who were tied together by the rope by which 
they were all assisted in climbing the heightsof life. And not even 
the smallest solicitor in the smallest and obscurest country town 
could be guilty of any impropriety without reflecting discredit 
on the whole profession. They could all aim at attaining the 
highest standard of an honourable profession, and in that way 
could unite and all pull together.” 


Options to Purchase in Leases. 


We print elsewhere a letter from a correspondent pointing 
out the serious results which the recent decision of the Court of 
Appeal in Woodall y. Clifton will have if its effect is really as 
suggested in the remarks we quoted three weeks ago (ante, p 
543). We are not surprised that the judgment of the Court of 
Appeal has led to misunderstanding, though possibly this will 
be removed when the full report is available. Its obscurity 
seems to lie in the fact that it does not expressly state why the 
question, whether the option to purchase runs with the land, 
was deemed to be decisive. But we take it that the reasoning 
is as follows: An option to purchase is perfectly valid, whether 
in a lease or not, provided it does not infringe the rule 
against perpetuities. It creates an equitable interest in 


the land, and is binding upon all holders of the 
land, unless they can set up the defence of purchase 
for valuable consideration without notice. On the 


other hand, an option to purchase, not in a lease, which is not 
restricted so as to be exerciseable only within the period allowed 
by the rule against perpetuities, is void: London and South- 
Western Railway v. Gomm (20 Ch. D. 562). Is there, then, any 
- reason which will save an option not so restricted if it is con- 
tained in a lease? Now, it has been argued that covenants in 
leases are not subject to the rule against perpetuities if they run 
with the land, and this has been stated to be the reason why a 
covenant to renew is not subject to the rule. In Muller v. 
Trafford (1901, 1 Ch, 34) Farwett, J., in reference to a covenant 
which was alleged to be a covenant to renew, said: “It is said 
that this is a covenant running with the land. Jf so, then no 
question of perpetuity would arise. A covenant to renew has 
been held for at least two centuries to be a covenant 
running with the land.” And subsequently, in the same judg- 
ment: ‘ Perpetuity has no application to covenants which 
run with the land, because they are so annexed to the land as to 
create something in the nature of an interest in the land.’ 
Wakrnrinaton, J., in Woodall y. Clifton, did not accept this view, 
and he held that an option of purchase in a lease, even though 
running with the land, was not exempt from the rule against 


perpetuities. 





The View of the Court of Appeal. 

Tue Court of Appeal approached the subject in a diffeny 
way. They appear to have assumed that the reasoning) 
Muller v. Trafford (supra) was right, and that if the option, 
purchase ran with the land, it would, like a covenant for 
not be subject to the rule against perpetuities. It is th 
omission to state this which seems to make the reason; 
of the judgment difficult, though, as we have intima 
the fault may lie in the report. Supplying this omission, 
rest is easy. To get Muller v. Trafford out of the way it wy 
necessary to shew that the option did not run with the land, ay 
this is the prominent point in the judgment. If it ran, it my 
have been by virtue of 32 Hen. 8, c. 34, but the Court of A 
held that the statute did not apply. Hence this ground fy 
exempting it from the rule against perpetuities was gone, ly 
other seems to have been suggested, and consequently, the opti 
being unrestricted as to time, was void, notwithstanding rnp 
was in a lease. But the Court of Appeal were only dealiy 
with the question whether the burden imposed by the optim 
on the reversion ran with the reversion under the statute so 4 
to be enforceable as a covenant against the assignee ¢ 
the reversion. They did not, as the commencement ¢ 
the judgment shews, throw any doubt upon the efixt 
of the option as creating an equitable interest—that i 
a right of property in the land. And persons entitled to exerix 
the option can enforce this right of property against an assign, 
although he is not directly liable on the covenant. This probably 
meets the case put by our correspondent. We assume that th 
option is exerciseable only during the continuance of the term- 
that is, during the last two years of a term of twelve years—» 
that it does not infringe the rule against perpetuities. Hen, 
upon the lessee declaring his option, he is equitably entitled p 
the land, and upon paying the balance of the purchase-mony 
he can call for a conveyance from the assignee of the reversion 
As just stated, the lessee cannot sue the assignee directly on th 
contract as he could do if the option—or rather the covenant tos 
upon the exercise of the option—ran with the land; but nom 
the less he can make the assignee a defendant in an action fr 
specific performance : Holmes v. Powell (8 D. M. & G. 572), 








The Liability of a Showman for Injuries Caused by 
His Animals. 

AN INQuEst which was recently held at Southend, concerning 
the death of a man who had been bitten by a lion at a placed 
entertainment called “The Southend Kursaal,” may direct om 
attention to the law respecting ferocious animals kept in ¢ 
or places of confinement. The evidence shewed that an 
of lions had been trained to go through certain performanm 
at the Kursaal, and that, the unfortunate man having teased a 
of them by striking it, was seized and so severely injured 
its teeth that he died afterwards from blood poisoning. Iti 
unnecessary to say that menageries and other receptacles im 
wild animals are not prohibited by the law. As to the liability 
of their owners for any injury to persons who approach thea, 
there are some passages in the law books which may easl] 
convey an erroneous impression. It has been laid down # 
general terms that if, from the experience of mankind, a particult 
class of animals is dangerous, though individuals may be tame 
a person who keeps one of the class takes the risk of any dams 
it may do. But some limit must surely be admitted in t 
interpretation of these words. It cannot be the law that ay 
one who is admitted to an exhibition of wild animals is to! 
allowed to behave with such recklessness as to bring injury up 
himself and then seek to recover compensation for his injuf 
The owner of lions and other animals fere nature is in a sim 
position to that of the owner of a ferocious dog. In Sureht 
Blackburn (4 C. & P. 297) Trypvat, O.J., said: “A man has 
right to keep a fierce dog for the pfotection of his property, ® 
he has no right to put the dog in such a situation in the way 
access to his house that a person innocently coming for a la 
purpose may be injured by it. I think he has no right to pl 
a dog so near to the door of his house that any person com! 
to ask for money or other business might be bitten.” 1 
words may assist us in considering the liability of those 
admit the public to a show of wild beasts. If they have 
all reasonable precautions to protect those who witness the # 
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fom injury, it would be very hard if they were held liable for 
ghat happens to those who set the regulations at defiance and 
adeavour to play with lions and tigers as if they were puppies 
or kittens. One of the latest decisions on the liability for 
igjaries caused by mischievous animals is Filburn v. People’s 
Palace and Aquarium Co. (25 Q. B. D. 258), where, in an action 
to recover damages for injuries sustained by the plaintiff by his 
being attacked by an elephant, which was the property of the 
defendants and was being exhibited by them, the presiding 
jndge asked the jury to say whether the plaintiff brought the 
attack on himself. And in the judgment of Lord Esuer in the 
same case in the Court of Appeal we read: “‘ An elephant falls 
within the class of animals that a man keeps at his peril, and 
yhich he must prevent from doing injury under any circum- 
stances unless the person to whom the injury is done brings it 
om himself.” These last words place proper limits to the measure 
of the defendant’s liability. 


Compulsory Registration on Conveyance to 
Tenants in Common. 

A CORRESPONDENT, whose letter we print elsewhere, raises a 
very interesting question as to compulsory registration in a case 
where 8 conveyance on sale is taken to two or more persons as 
tnantsin common. Each of them, of course, takes an undivided 
share in the land, and under the Land Transfer Act, 1875, it 
sems that in such a case, while all might, subject to a limitation 
onthe number of registered proprietors, be registered as joint 
proprietors, yet no one of them could be registered solely in 
respect of his undivided share. Thus section 69 provided that 
any two or more persons entitled for their own benefit, con- 
currently or successively, to such estates as together made up an 
estate in respect of which one person could be registered as pro- 
pretor might apply to be registered as joint proprietors; while 
setion 83 provided that no person should be registered as pro- 
pretor of any undivided share in anyland, Section 14 of the Act 
of 1897 removes the limitation on the number of co-proprietors 
whocan be registered, and removes also the prohibition on the 
registration of undivided shares. It follows that, where land is 
vested in tenants in common, all are entitled to be registered as 
joint proprietors of the whole land, or any one is entitled to 
separate registration in respect of his undivided share. Our 
correspondent refers also to rule 77 of the Land Transfer Rules, 
1903, which provides for the mode of entry on the register in 
thecase of undivided shares. Now arises the question, how 
does the compulsory provision of section 20 of the Act of 1897 
apply in the case of a conveyance to tenants in common? As 
we all know, in a compulsory district a person does 
not, under a conveyance on sale, acquire the legal 
estate until registration, and primd facie *the tenants in 
common must be registered to get the legal estate. On the 
other hand, section 24 provides that nothing in the Act shall 
render compulsory the registration of the title ‘‘to an undivided 

in land.” Our correspondent inquires whether it is not 
clear that registration is not necessary upon a conveyance to 
tenants in common. We can hardly say that the point is clear, 
but there is considerable difficulty in applying the compulsory 
dause. It may be suggested that, as the conveyance is being 
taken to all the tenants in common at the same time, section 20 
can be applied by requiring all to be registered as joint pro- 
pretors. But this is opposed to their legal rights. Each is 
entitled to deal with his share separately, and he cannot do so 
while there is a registered joint proprietorship. The strict 
nights of the proprietors can only be preserved a registering 
each in respect of his undivided share, but this is not to be 
mé upon compulsion. On the other hand, the exclusion of 
undivided shares from compulsory registration may well have 

n intended to avoid bringing the title to such a share on the 
register when it was being dealt with alone. Until the point 

been decided, we think there will be some risk in non- 
Tegistration. 


Absence of Counsel at Hearing of Cause. 
We reap that in a case set down for hearing before the 


Ghancellor of the Diocese of London, the learned Chancellor took 


seat at 2 p.m., the time fixed for the hearing, but that, 
though counsel had been retained on either side, neither 





counsel nor their clients were in attendance, and after waiting 
for half an hour without any explanation of the absence of the 
parties, the case was adjourned sine die. This incident was 
‘oot owing to some mistake as to the day fixed for the 

earing, but it has occasionally happened, even in cases of 
importance, that the parties have tailed. to ap upon a day 
specially fixed for the heari An appeal to the Judicial Com- 
mittee of the Privy Council raising important constitutional 
questions was some years ago set down for hearing on a 
particular day. Three counsel had been retained for the 
appellants, but when the case was called on, the solicitor 
could only say that not one of them was present, and 
that he could give no explanation of their absence. 
Their lordships observed, with some warmth, that this absence 
of counsel was not respectful to the court; and they 
accordingly adjourned the case solely for the purpose of hearing 
an application to fix another day for the hearing of the appeal, 
and at the same time ordered the appellants to pay the costs. 
The court which has to consider such a case is in rather a 
difficult position. Itis important to discourage all unpunctuality 
or laxity of procedure, not merely for the purpose of enforcing 
due respect to the court, but in common justice to other suitors 
whose behaviour is not open to criticism. It must at the same 
time be admitted that there is some hardship in subjecting the 
lay client to expense and delay because of the omissions or 
breach of duty of those whose presence he has made every effort 
to secure. 


Investment in Securities of ‘‘ Public Bodies.’’ 


In THE case of Gordon v. Gordon, heard by Waxrrtneron, J., 
on the 20th of June, the action was brought to have it declared 
that an investment in certain securities was a breach of trust. 
The power of investment possessed by the trustees was to invest 
the fund in “‘ stocks or funds of Government securities or in deben- 
tures, mortgages, or securities of corporations or public bodies, 
municipal or commercial.” The trustees had bought deben- 
tures in the Kensington Palace Hotel Co. and in W. Whiteley 
(Limited), and the question was whether these were debentures 
of a municipal or commercial or public body. It has often been 
difficult to attach a definite meaning to the expression 
“public” as in the case of a “ public company.” Controversies 
have arisen as to the exact meaning of the familiar expression 
“‘ public school.” In the case of Re Sharp (45 Ch. D. 286), Corron, 
L.J., said that the court would be entering — avery difficult 
question if they were to attempt to define what was a “public 
company,” either generally or within the terms of a particular 
will, but the learned Lord Justice held that a power to invest 
in the securities ‘‘of any railway or other public company” 
included securities under the Companies Acts, as such companies 
were incorporated under the authority of a public statute; the 
instruments forming their constitution were accessible to the 
public, and their shares were transferable to the public. In 
Gordon v. Gordon Wanntneton, J., held that the case was one 
of a class in which it was impossible to draw any hard and 
fast line. He must give his opinion upon the particular case. 
Each of the companies was a corporation and each was engaged 
in commerce, and was therefore a commercial corporation. It 
seemed to him, therefore, that the investment was justified. It 
is unnecessary to say that the fact that particular companies are 
within the power will not justify the trustees in investing in 
them without full inquiry. 


The Abolition of Fairs. 

THE ANCIENT markets called “fairs” continue to exist in this 
country, though neither at home nor abroad have they the im- 
portance they formerly had, the communication between different 
parts of the country having become so easy that merchandize 
may now be readily obtained direct from the places where it is 
produced or manufactured. Some few persons, in their love 
for ancient institutions, would regret the total disappearance of 
English fairs, and it may well be that at one period of our 
history they were essential to the convenience of a be ye 
scantier and more scattered than it is at the present day. But 
the crowds which throng fairs are not easily kept in order, and 
so far back as the reign of Henry the Sixth an Act of Parliament 
was passed to prevent the holding of fairs on Sundays and feast 
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days, “as though the people did nothing, remember the horrible 
defilement of their souls in buying and selling with many 
deceitful lies and false perjury; with drunkenness and 
strifes.” Things do not seem to have improved in the reign 
of her late Majesty, for the Fairs Act, 1871, recites that certain 
of the fairs held in England and Wales are unnecessary, are the 
cause of grievous immorality, and are very injurious to the 
inhabitants of the towns in which such fairs are held. These 
evils continue to be denounced, and an appeal has recently been 
made by the rector of Burslem to the town council asking for 
their assistance in the abolition of the fair, which is described as 
an unmitigated abomination, increasing the population of Stafford 
Gaol and an abundant source of immorality. 


A Consolidating Local Act. 


Tue First local Act to receive the Royal Assent during the 
present Session is an important piece of legislation. It deals 
with the government of Leeds, and may well form a model for 
other large municipalities whose powers and duties are buried 
in a confused tangle of statutes extending over a long period 
of years. The Leeds Corporation (Consolidation) Act, 1905, 
contains 383 sections, divided into twenty-nine parts, and fifteen 
schedules. In it the corporation have consolidated the Acts 
relating to the supply of water, gas, and electric lighting, the 
Tramway Acts, and a large number of other statutes relating to 
the various departments of local government. In all they have 
dealt with more than fifty Acts of Parliament and Provisional 
Orders. It may be noted that the definition clause is placed, as 
it should be, at the beginning of the statute. 


Ink Throwing. 


Tuz Number of statutes which have been passed relating to 
the law of malicious mischief, and the great variety of the 
offences with which persons have been charged under this law, 
are rather discouraging to those who expect much from the 
progress of education and refinement. Malicious mischief is 
probably most prevalent among youthful offenders, but it is by 
no means confined to them, and is often founded upon envy and ill- 
will—a wish to destroy the pleasure of those who are better off 
than the offender. Complaints have recently been made by 
ladies visiting the fashionable streets and squares in the West 
End of London that ink has been thrown on their dresses, caus- 
ing them great loss and annoyance. There was, some years 
ago, a similar offence ~ that of cutting the dresses of ladies with 
scissors. The offenders are seldom in a position te pay fines 
or compensation, and we are driven to the conclusion that they 
ought to be rigorously punished by imprisonment. 








Taxation by a Third Party. 


Tne decision of the Court of Appeal in Ex parte Cohen 5 Cohen 
(53 W. R. 529), affirming in effect the judgment of Swinren 
Eavy, J., at a former stage of the same case (53 W. R. 315; 
1905, 1 Ch. 345), follows several recent decisions in recognizing 
the principle that a third party, in obtaining an order for 
taxation under section 38 of the Solicitors Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict. 
c. 73), does not necessarily render himself liable for the full 
costs which the solicitor may be entitled to charge against his 
own client, and it contains apparently an extension of that 
principle. The section, as is well known, provides that where 
any person, not the person chargeable with the bill, is liable to 
pay it either to the solicitor or to the party chargeable, it shall 
be lawful for such person ‘‘to make such application for a 
reference for the taxation and settlement of such bill as the 
party chargeable therewith might himself make, and the same 
reference and order shall be made thereupon, and the same 
course pursued in all respects, as if such application was made 
by the party so chargeable with such bill as aforesaid.” 

Prima facie this enactment implies that where a third party 
requires taxation of a bill which he is liable to pay, the taxation 
must proceed upon the footing that he stands in the position of 
the chent. Thus all items which would be allowed against the 
client will be allowed on taxation by the third party, and the 
amount so settled will be the sum which the third party will 
have to pay. Where, for example, a lessee or a mortgagor is 





liable to pay the bill of the lessor’s or mortgagee’s solicitor, 
can obtain taxation as a third party, and such taxation will bey 
between the solicitor and his own client. And the judgment, 
Nortu, J, in Re Holliday § Godlee (58 L. T. 301) favoured thy 
view that any costs properly incurred by the solicitor as againg 
his client would be chargeable upon such a taxation against thy 
third party. 

In Re Holliday § Godlee a local board had agreed to purchas | 
land at a price to be settled by arbitration, and the local boa; 
were to pay all the costs of the agreement and of the arbitratig)| 
and of making a title to and conveying the land. The arbity. 
tion was held and the price fixed and the purchase completed, 
The vendor’s solicitors sent in their bill of costs to the log 
board, including the costs of the arbitration, and a third part 
order for taxation wasmade. The local board objected to certai 
payments made to surveyors and mining engineers who had be 
called as expert witnesses, but the vendors’ solicitors repligj 
that they had been called, and the payments made, wit 
the approval of the vendors. This seems to have been om 
sidered by Nortu, J., as sufficient to establish the liability of th 
local board. ‘‘It is urged,” he said, “that it is a great hart 
ship on the purchasers to be obliged to pay any costs which thy 
vendors choose to authorize. The answer to that is that ‘th 
costs of reference’ mentioned in the agreement mean cosy 
properly incurred ; the purchasers are not bound to pay mom, 
but if the vendors demanded more, the proper course for the 
purchasers was either to refuse to pay and await an action ly 
the vendors, or to have the bill of costs referred to an expert for 
arbitration.” From this passage Cozens-Harpy, J., in & 
Gray (49 W. R. 298; 1901, 1 Ch. 239) deduced the conclusin 
that, with respect to any piece of business properly inserted i 
the bill which the third party is liable to pay, it is not opens 
the third party to object that payments sanctioned by the client 
are excessive. 

In Re Gray (supra) Cozens-Harpvy, J., while, as just stated, 
recognizing the natural effect of Re Holliday § Godlee (supra) 
found reason for distinguishing it. Re Gray referred to th 
taxation of a lessor’s solicitor’s bill by the lessees under a thinl- 
party order. The lessees objected to certain items for pr 
liminary negotiations which were included in the bill, and,ia 
particular, fees paid to a mining engineer and correspondene 
with him. Cozzns-Harpy, J., held that the lessees were mt 
liable for those items, because they did not relate to the partd 
the business which was chargeable to them. In distinguishi 
Re Holliday § Godlee he laid down the principle that “th 
third-party order does not alter the nature or enlarge the scope d 
the liability upon the existence of which the order is based.” ht 
Re Holliday § Godlee the purchasers had made themselves liable 
for the costs of the arbitration, and they were consequently liable 
for all those costs properly incurred—that is, for all cod 
impliedly or expressly sanctioned by the clients. In Re Gry 
the lessees were liable for the lessor’s costs under the usual rug 
which requires the lessee to pay these costs in the absence a 
agreement to the contrary. But the costs which are so throw 
upon the lessee are restricted to the costs of the lease itself ; they 
do not include the costs of the negotiations leading up to tht 
lease. Hence, while these costs were properly included in the 
solicitor’s bill as against his own client, the lessor, and upon $ 
taxation of the whole bill would be allowed as against him, 
yet they did not come into the part of the bill for whieh 
the third party was liable; and his liability was not extendel 
by the circumstance that under the third-party order for tax 
tion which he had obtained the taxation was as betweét 
solicitor and client. ‘‘ Although,” said Cozens-Harpy, J., 10 h 
Gray, “the solicitor may put in one bill as against his owt 
client a series of items, some of which may go beyond # 
liability of the third party, the third party does not, by obtail: 
ing an order to tax, render himself liable to the whole bill 
With respect to matters falling within his liability under a coh 
tract, express or implied, he cannot dispute the amount propery 
payable as between the solicitor and his own client, but in othe 
respects his liability is not increased by obtaining a third-ps 
order to tax.” 

We have stated Re Gray in connection with Re Holliday! 
Godlee because Vozens-Harpy, J., in Re Gray sought to estab 
a distinction which would leave intact the earlier case. But ## 
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yiew that the third-party order does not extend the liability of 
the third party had already been expressed by Cmrry, J., in 
Re Negus (43 W. R. 68; 1895, 1 Ch. 73). ‘‘The third party 
taxing,” said that learned judge, ‘‘stands in the position of the 
party chargeable; but this does not prevent the taxing-master 
m considering the question of the liability of the third party.” 
That case related to the costs of the counterpart of a lease. 
Now, the rule which requires the lessee to pay the costs of the 
lease does not extend to the counterpart, and for this the lessor 
has to pay his solicitor. Hence, where the lessor’s solicitor’s 
pill covered the counterpart, and the lessee obtained a third- 
order for taxation, he was entitled to have the costs of the 
counterpart struck out, or, to be exact, since the solicitor was 
daiming the scale fee, which included the counterpart, the 
lessee was entitled to a reasonable deduction for the counterpart. 
The principle that under a third-party order the bill as between 
solicitor and client may be divided, and only such items allowed 
against the third party as relate to business for which he is liable, 
was affirmed by the Court of Appeal in Re Longbotham (52 W. R. 
660; 1904, 2 Ch. 152). In that case the third-party order 
was obtained by a mortgagor, and the mortgagee’s solicitors 
had included in their bill items which were chargeable 
against their client, but which did not strictly 
relate to the mortgage. These were disallowed by the 
master on taxation, and in the course of the proceedings he 
gave a certificate that the practice until recently was to tax as 
between the solicitor and the client, while at the same time 
giving effect to the principle of Re Negus (supra); but that 
since Re Gray (supra) the practice had been to tax, apart from 
the order, as between the solicitor and the party or estate liable 
to pay. Substantially this may be right, and the taxation was 
affirmed both by Kexrwiou, J., and the Court of Appeal. But 
the judgment of Romer, L.J., in which VaucHan WittiaMs and 
Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ., concurred, shews that technically the 
taxation is between solicitor and client, though where the bill 
includes items relating to business in which the third party is 
not interested, these must be excluded as against him. To such 
items his liability does not extend, and his liability is not 
extended by the order. ‘‘If,” said the learned Lord Justice, 
“the third party be only interested in and liable to pay the 
costs of one matter, it is clear, in my opinion, as a matter of 
open that under section 38 he can obtain taxation of the 
ill so far as concerns that one matter only, and on the footing 
of being liable to pay only the taxed costa of that matter.” 


Had the judgment stopped here, it would have in no way 
conflicted with Re Holliday §- Godlee. It would have been 
simply an affirmation of the principle of Re Negus and Re Gray, 
that the bill is severable and that the third pagty is only liable 
for such items as relate to the business for which he has to pay. 
Neither of these cases disputed the rule of Re Holliday § Godlee, 
that, as to these items, the taxation is strictly as between the 
solicitor and the client, and that costs authorized by the client 
are chargeable as against the third party. But Romer, L.J., 
Went on to point out that, even as regards these items, the 
authority of the client for the incurring of the costs would not be 
binding on the third party, and it would still be necessary to 
inquire whether the costs were properly incurred as against him 
—that is, whether his liability extended to costs specially 
authorized. Thus Romer, L.J., added, though it was not 
necessary for the purpose of the case before him, that if the 
mortgagee sanctioned a charge of tha solicitor beyond what 
could be properly charged against the mortgagor, ‘though the 
mortgagee might be bound for the excess by reason of his 
, the mortgagor would not be bound, for the sanction 
y the mortgagee would be held to be given by him in his 
personal capacity, and not in his capacity of mortgagee.” 

Substantially it was this extension of the principle of Re Gray 
which was in dispute in the present case of Ex parte Cohen s 
Cohen (supra), Under an agreement for staying two actions, one 
of the parties agreed to pay the costs of the other party “as 
between solicitor and client relating to the matters in dispute in 
the two said actions, such costs to be agreed or taxed.” A bill 
he costs was sent in which included items which would not have 
Deen allowed as between solicitor and client without the express 
instruction of the client. These items were disallowed by the 


at first it was doubtful whether he had taxed, apart from the 
order, as between the solicitor and the party liable ; or under the 
order as between the solicitor and his client, allowing, however, 
only items for which the third party was liable. In practice the 
distinction between the two modes of taxation is not easy to see, 
but assuming it to exist the latter mode is correct. A taxation 
under section 38 is between the solicitor and the party charge- 
able in the first instance—that is, the client; but the section does 
not extend the liability of the third party, and hence any item, 
though allowed against the client, is not allowed against the 
third party, unless it is of such a nature that he is liable for it 
under the express or implied agreement which throws the costs 
upon him. 

We have already seen that business in which the third party is 
not interested is clearly excluded, and also any part of business 
in which he is interested—such as a counterpart of a lease 
—for which he is not liable. But the Court of Appeal 
have followed Re Longbotham in carrying the rule 
further. Of course the agreement to pay costs may be 
intended as a complete indemnity, and then it will cover 
the full costs as between solicitor and client; but if it is simply 
an agreement to pay “costs,” it will extend only to costs which 
the solicitor can properly incur against his own client without 
express instructions. This is contrary to the ratio decidendi of 
Re Holliday § Godlee (supra), though that case might be 
justified on the facts. And it shews that even after the ill has 
been confined to business in which the third party is interested, 
or to the part of such business for the costs of which he is liable, 
it is still necessary to scrutinize the items and to see if there 
are any which, while allowable against the client, cannot 
properly be imputed to the third party. We take it that the 
principle now settled is that a taxation under section 38 is prima 
facie between the solicitor and the client, but that the exact 
nature of the third party’s liability must be kept in view, and 
that any items not covered by that liability must be excluded ; 
in particular, where he is expressly or impliedly liable for costs 
simply, he is only liable for such costs as a solicitor can charge 
against his client without obtaining special authority. 








Passing Off Cases. 


We mentioned (48 Sonrcrrors’ Journat 683), shortly after 
they were decided, two ‘passing off” cases in each of which 
Kzxewion, J., while deciding against the plaintiff, deprived the 
defendant of his costs on the ground that he had been deceiving the 
public in thecourse of the transactions which were thesubjectof the 
plaintiff's complaint. The latest of these cases (King v. Gillard) 
has row been before the Court of Appeal (22 R. P. C. 327), on 
an appeal by the plaintiffs on the merits and a cross-appeal by 
the defendants on the question of costs. 

The Court of Appeal, while upholding Kexewicn, J., so far 
as the merits of the case were concerned—+#.¢., agreeing with him 
that the plaintiffs had failed to establish a case for an injunction 
perce awe overruled him on the question of costs, and held 
that the plaintiffs must pay the defendants’ costs both in the 
court below and in the Court of Appeal. In this case the 
defendants had put upon the wrappers of their goods certain 
statements as to gold medals and awards which Kexewion, J., 
held were dishonest as amounting to a false representation, and 
therefore calculated to mislead the public, and it was on this 
ground that he deprived the successful defendants of their costs. 

Lord Justice Romer acquitted the defendants of any inten- 
tional dishonesty in the matter, but he went on to say that 
‘‘even if the view of Kexewicn, J., was correct in fact, and 
the defendants had been guilty of misrepresentation, still 
what had that to do with the plaintiffs’ case here? The 
plaintiffs entirely failed. The plaintiffs’ case was that the 
goods were made up so as to represent their goods. Mr. Justice 
Kexewicn has held, and held rightly, that is not so. With 
regard to a matter concerning something on the defendants’ 
goods which might be taken to be inaccurate gud the public at 
large, and in no way concerning the plaintiffs or their 
rights in respect of which they are suing, is that a ground 
on which a judge in the exercise of his discretion, and 





“master upor a taxation under a third-party order ; though 
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of the action or the plaintiffs’ rights, can deprive the defendants 
of their costs? As have said in my opinion it was not. Itis 
not a matter in respect of which in the exercise of his discretion 
he could judicially have deprived the defendants of their costs.” 

Lord Justice Vauenan Wittiams said: “In my judgment, with 
regard to a defendant, you have no right to deprive him of his 
costs because he has done some act which is wrong to the public.” 
And Lord Justice Srrrtine said that the learned judge in the 
court below had singled out a fact which was not open to him, to 
deprive the defendants of their costs. The three Lord Justices 
were, therefore, unanimous on this point, and the case is an 
authority of the Court of Appeal, that in a case of this kind 
a successful defendant cannot be deprived of his costs on the 
ground that in the course of the transaction complained of he has 
done something to deceive the public. 

So far so good, but it seems to us that this case is in direct 
conflict with another case in the Court of Appeal to which 
we alluded when previously discussing the matter—viz. : 
Estcourt v. Estcourt Hop Essence Co. (L. R. 10 Ch. App. 276). 
It is curious that this case was not cited to the Court of 
Appeal in the case under notice. In the Estcourt case the plain- 
tiff claimed relief against the defendants on three grounds, one 
of which was in effect “passing off” by the defendants. The 
Court of Appeal, which was composed of Lord Carrns, L.O., and 
Lord Justices Metuisn and James, held that all three grounds of 
relief failed and the bill must be dismissed, but it was dismissed 
without costs, because the sale of the substances sold by the 
plaintiff and defendants respectively was a fraud on the public, 
and Lord Carrys said: “It is not the province of this court to 
protect speculations of this kind, nor ought the defendant, who 
is engaged in business of the same kind, to obtain costs, even 
where successful,” 








Reviews. 


Criminal Law Practice. 


ARCHBOLD’s PLEADING, EVIDENCE, AND PRACTICE IN CRIMINAL 
CasEs. By Sir Joun Jervis, late Lord Chief Justice of the 
Court of Common Pleas. WITH THE STATUTES, PRECEDENTS 
or InpicrMENTs, &0. TWENTY-THIRD Epition. By W. F. 
Craigs and Guy STEPHENSON, Barristers-at-Law. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited); Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

Under the present editors ‘‘ Archbold” has been vastly improved. 
The twenty-second edition was greatly superior to those which 
immediately preceded it, and the twenty-third edition is, to quite as 
great an extent, superior to the twenty-second. The whole text 
seems to have been carefully re-written, a quantity of obsolete 
and useless matter has been rejected, a number of new footnotes have 
been added, and the whole work has been brought up to date. More 
than ever is it true to say that this book is quite indispensable 
to every one engaged in the practice of the criminal law. 

Since the last edition was published the most important statutory 
change in the law was effected by the Larceny Act, 1901, which 
repeals sections 75 and 76 of the Larceny Act, 1861, and removes the 
many and somewhat absurd difficulties in the way of dealing with 
persons who misappropriated property entrusted to them for investment, 
safe custody, orthelike. The Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act, 1903, is also 
an important new measure which finds a place for the first time in this 
edition ; and following it will be found the Attorney-General’s rules 
made under it. The important case of Rex v. Osborne (53 W. R. 
494), which was decided only last February, and which settles many 
differences of judicial opinion as to the effect of Reg. v. Lillyman, is 
duly noticed, but should have been mentioned on p. 320 as well 
as on the pages referring to it. 

Some of the titles have been re-arranged, and many alterations and 
additions have been made which add to the value of the book, but 
which are far too numerous to be mentioned. At the end of the 
volume will be found the new Prison Rules relating to the classifica- 
tion of prisoners. The preparation of this edition must have involved 
great labour. The work been thoroughly well done, and the 


editors are to be congratulated on the result. 








Patents. 
A PracricAL Guipe To THE Law oF PATENTS, WITH SPECIAL 


OF ITs Provisions. By Harry Barrp Hewine, LL.B, 

Barrister-at-Law. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 

In view of the enormous and rapidly growing number of inven- 
tions for which protection is annually sought under the Patents Acts, 
compared with the small number of patents which actually come 
before the courts in any way for adjudication, a text-book having 
for its principal object a concise survey of the state of 
the law in respect to the grant and exercise of letters 
patent should be welcome. The book now before us is @ compact 
and handy text-book addressed primarily to the patent agent and the 
mercantile community, and will be found useful by the layman and 
the profession alike, as a guide to the necessary steps which must be 
taken in order to obtain the grant of a patent and to support its 
validity. The present practice of the Patent Office and of the courts 
on these points is discussed in a series of chapters. 

To readers of a practical work of this nature the Patents Act, 1902, 
is, of course, of the highest interest. This Act is of an importance 
quite out of proportion to its length, more especially with regard to 
the official examination of specifications for which it provides. The 
policy, scope, and effect of the Patents Act, 1902, are here exhaus- 
tively and clearly described, and this part of the book should 
adequately fill a much felt want, and cannot fail to be of interest to 
the profession generally as well as to those for whom the book is 
primarily intended. A complete series of the Acts of Parliament and 
Privy Council and Board of Trade rules and forms now in force 
which affect the subject of patents generally is appended. 





Books of the Week. 


Hints as to Advising on Title and Practical Suggestions for Perusing 
and Analyzing Abstracts; with an Outline of the Law relating to 
Title to Land, and Tables of Stamp Duties since 1815. By WitLiau 
Henry Gover, LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Fourth Edition. Sweet 
& Maxwell (Limited). 

A Digest of the Law of Partnership; with an Appendix of Forms, 
By Sir FReprerick Poxuocx, Bart., D.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. 
Eighth Edition. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The Law Society: An Address by Sir Albert K. Rollitt, LL.D., 
D.C.L., Litt.D., M.P., Ex-President, to the Law Students of the 
Society. Delivered in the Society’s Hall, on the 7th of December, 
1904, the President, Thomas Rawle, Esq., in the Chair. Together 
with an Appendix on a Suggestive Course of Reading and Reference 
for Law Students in Preparing for the Final Examination of the Law 
Society and other Legal Examinations. 








Correspondence. 


Options to Purchase. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—The questions referred to in your remarks on p. 544 of your 
issue of the 10th of June, 1905, quoting the recent case of Woodall v. 
Clifton, are exceedingly important in many ways. We have very 
recently been concerned in a case where a purchasing lease (settled 
by counsel) is drawn in a form reserving the instalments of purchase- 
money by way of rent, so that at the end of the term (twelve years) the 
whole of the purchase-money will have been paid. The lease contains 
a proviso giving the lessees an option of purchase after the expira- 
tion of ten years and provided the rent has been paid in the mean- 
time, the purchase-money being the two years’ future rent then 
remaining due. } 

Supposing at the end of the ninth year the lessor assigns the 
reversion and becomes bankrupt, what is the position of the lessee * 

Apparently he cannot compel the assignee of the reversion to sell, 
his only remedy being in damages against his lessor (a bankrupt), 
yet he has paid possibly five-sixths of the purchase-money. We 
have not yet seen the verbatim report of the lt ge of the Court 
of Appeal, but it would seem to have been laid down that (1) an 
option to purchase is void altogether if unlimited as to time, and 
(2) even if limited, yet it cannot be enforced against an assignee of 
the reversion; and if such assignee declines to allow the option to be 
exercised, the lessee’s only remedy is to sue the original lessor or his 
representative for damages. Is this so? 

June 23. LANCASTRIAN SOLICITORS. 


[See observations under ‘‘ Current Topics.”—Eb. 8.J.] 





A New Legal Adviser. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 








REFERENCE TO THE Patents Acr, 1902, AND THE PATENTS 
Rvies, 1903 anp 1905, INcLUDING A DISCUSSION OF THE 


Sir,—Referring to the observations in your “ Current Topics ’”’ of to- 
day’s date relating to a recent issue of the Architect which contained & 


Poticy any Ervuct oy tuz Acr And A Durattzp Examunarion ! notice that “a very eminent barrister” had been added to the staff of 
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that paper to advise upon certain legal questions, we think that the 
action vf the —— is omy and can only be described as 
«“ ing.” e do not object to the halfpenny and penny papers 
iotieg for work of this kind, but for the nhitect to ty is 
decidedly infra dig. 

We do not know how it is in London, but in the provinces 
architects and surveyors depend a good deal upon solicitors for their 
work. What would they say if you were to employ on your staff ‘‘ an 
eminent architect” to advise upon matters other than legal? Suppose 
you were to do so, we can conceive many cases where valuable 
advice could be obtained gratis to the detriment of architects at large. 

It is well known that auctioneers and accountants do a vast amount 
of work properly belonging to solicitors, and now architects are 
joining the ranks. 

In order to protect ourselves as much as possible, we are seriously 
considering the feasibility of appointing one of our clerks to act as 
auctioneer and conduct our own sales. Also to do all our own 
accountant’s work. 

Now we shall have to decide whether it would be worth while to 
advertise for some architect willing to take a clerkship in our offices 
and to do the architect’s work when called upon. We should not find 
the slightest difficulty in obtaining a suitable man. 


June 24. Fas AUT NEFAS. 


The Land Transfer Acts. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 


Sir,—By section 69 of the Act of 1875, as amended by section 14 
of the Act of 1897, joint proprietors, such as tenants in common, are 
now registered as such. 

Rule 77 of the 1903 rules provides that the share held by each 
proprietor shall be specified in the register, and under rule 261 each 
proprietor is entitled to a certificate. 

By section 24 the compulsory provisions do not apply to an 
undivided share in Jand. 

Is it not clear that on a conveyance on sale to two or more persons 
as tenants in common it is not necessary to register under the Acts 
in order to get the legal estate? It appears to me that the fact that 
one conveyance is taken, instead of three, can make no difference. 

June 23. F. R. B. 


[See observations under ‘‘ Current Topics,’—Eb. S.J.]. 











Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 


WILSON v. OCEAN COAL CO. (LIM.) AND TREHERNE v. SAME. 
No, 1, 23rd June. 


Master AND SERVANT—COMPENSATION FOR INJURIES BY AccipENT—ScHEME 
or CompENSATION—CONTRACT—W ORKMEN’S ComPENSATION Act, 1897 (60 
& 61 Vict, c. 37), 8. 3. . he 
These were two appeals which by order were heard together. In 

Wilson’s case the collier was employed at Treharris Colliery, and he 

claimed to recover the sum of 3s. 2d. from the company which had been 

deducted at the pay office as his contribution to the scheme in connection 
with the Miners’ Provident Fund. The county court judge at Merthyr had 
decided against the plaintiff, but the Divisional Court had reversed his 
decision on the ground that although the original scheme had expired in 

December, 1903, and had been followed by a renewal scheme also certified 

by the registrar, the mere fact that the workman had not sent in notice of 

Withdrawal) nor enrolled himself a member under the new scheme 

did not give the defendants a right to treat him as a member and 

entitle them to deduct contributions from his wages. Hence the 

present appeal by the company. In the case of Treherne the plain- 
tiff had received £6 6:. as compensation for injuries from the provident 
society, and the question was whether by participating in the scheme he 

contracted himself out of his right to claim co tion from the 
colliery company under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897. The 
county court judge had ruled that he was under the scheme, and could not 

Gaim under the Act of 1897. The applicant appealed. The facts in both 

cases bearing on the question in dispute were identical. 

Cottins, M.R., in giving judgment, said the decision of the county 
court judge must be reversed in each case. It was quite clear that when 
the parties went to the county court at Merthyr they intended to try these 
test actions upon questions of law and not of fact. The masters contended 
that the original scheme which had been certified by the Registrar of 
Friendly Societies in 1898, and was applicable to various collieries in South 
Wales, and had thus become a scheme under section 3 of that Act, con- 
tinued to be operative until the end of 1903. It then would have expired 
by effluxion of time had it not been renewed by a second scheme also certified 
by the registrar. A workman who wished to withdraw from the scheme 
Was required to give a month’s notice. In these two cases no such notice 
had been given, and it was said that the workmen's assent to the original 
scheme therefore continued and bound them by the provisions in the 
Second scheme, which, though different in some respects, was 
intended to take its place and was in force at the present time; and 





that the onus was therefore thrown upon the men to shew that they were 
not parties to the second scheme at all. In his lordship’s opinion, although 
calied a renewal scheme, it was in truth and in fact a new scheme. The 
county court judge had evidently been misled by supposing that the 
new scheme, in the circumstances, was a prolongation of the old 
scheme, and that the plaintiffs by consenting to the old scheme 
were to be deemed bound by the terms of the new. The decision of the 
Divisional Court in the case of Wilson, in which the county court judgment 
was reversed, must be upheld, and it followed that the applicant's appeal 
in the second case must be allowed, costs following the event in each 


case, 

Romer and Maruew, L.JJ., gave judgment to the same effect. In the 
case of Wilson leave to appeal was necessary, and an application for leave 
was refused. In Treherne’s case no leave was necessary, and it was intimated 
that the case would be taken higher.—CotnsgL, B. Francis Williams, K.C., 
Trevor Lewis, and Morgan Morgan, for the Ocean Coal Co.; S. 7. Evans, K.C., 
John Sankey, and Trevor Evans, for the plaintiff in the first case, and the 
applicant in the second case. Soxicrrors, Leonard Tubb, for Roberts, Jones, 
é ew Cardiff; Smith, Rendle, § Dodd, for Morgan, Bruce, § Nicholas, 

ardiff, 
[Reported by Erxsxine Rep, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


FORDER v. GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY CO. Div. Court. 
22nd June. 


Rartway — Contract oF CarriaceE — Owner’s Risk Nors—‘* Wirrci 
Misconpuct ’’—Constructive Notice to Company Nor to Loap Sxrxs in 
A Particutark Way. 


hones by the company from a decision of the judge of the 
Winchester County Court. The plaintiff, a fellmonger, on the 7th 
of October, 1904, consigned a parcel of sheepskins to be carried 
by the defendants’ railway from Winchester to Paddington. The 
skins were placed by the servants of the company in trucks on the 
floor of which woodchips had been scattered aud the — getting 
entangled in the wool injured some of the skins. The plaintiff put in a 
claim for lls. 5d. The station master at Winchester, in reply, wrote on 
the 7th of November stating that the company declined to accept liability 
owing to the ‘‘ owner’s risk.’’ conditions in the consignment note, which 
were to the effect that the company should not be liable “except upon 
proof that the loss or damage, &c., arose from wilful misconduct on the 
part of the company’s servants.’’ On the 21st of December the plaintiff 
consigned another parcel of skins under the same conditions which were 
also damaged to the extent of £1 2s. 3d. from being packed on wood-chips 
in the trucks. At the trial, in which as to both consignments 
were claimed, the only evidence relied on by the plaintiff to shew 
wilful misconduct on the part of the defendants’ servants was 
the concluding sentence in the letter above referred to of the 7th 
of November from the station-master, in which he said, ‘‘ I have, 
however, asked our Paddington ple not to use the kind of litter 
you object to in the future.’’ ke ear court judge found for the 
defendants on the first claim, but for the plaintiff on the second, and as to 
the latter judgment the defendants now appealed and contended that there 
was no evidence that the letter of the 7th of November ever came to the 
knowledge of the person loading the skins or that if it did it was wilful 
misconduct to disregard it. 

‘Tne Courr (Lord Atverstone, C.J., and Kennepy and Rinotey, JJ.) 
held that this constructive notice to the company would not be sufficient 
to establish liability even if it had been proved that the foreman had had 
notice given him that to load in this way was likely to endanger or risk 
the skins within the meaning of ‘‘ wilful misconduct ”’ in the “‘ owner’s 
risk ’’ conditions, as laid down by the authorities, which were summarized 
by Johnson, J., in Graham v. Belfast and Northern Counties Railway Co, 
(1901, 2 Ir. R., at p. 19). Appeal allowed ; leave to appeal granted.— 
CounseL, Asquith, K.C., and FE. A. Hume; Foote, K.C. and Rowland 
Whitehead. Soxtcrrors, R. R. Nelson ; Church, Adams, § Prior, for Perey W. 
Snelling, Winchester. 

[Reported by Ersxrve Rerp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. } 


2let and 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


Re OSBORNE oe UNQUALIFIED PERSON) AND F. A. JONES AND 
. J. SMITH. Div. Court. 23rd June. 


Unavatrrren Person Actine as Soxicrror—Sourcrror Actine as AGEnt 
ror Suc Unevatiriep Psrson—Souicrrors Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vicr. c. 
73), 8. 32. 

This matter came before the court on the report of Master Mellor, who 
found as regards James Osborne, a public-house broker, that he, being an 
unqualified person, had been guilty of contempt of court in acting asa 
solicitor in the names successively of a solicitor (since dead), of Mr. W illiam 
John Smith, solicitor, and of Mr. Francis Augustus Jones, solicitor. 
With regard to Mr. Smith he found that there was not sufficient evidence 
to justify an inference that he had committed an offence under section 
$2 of the Solicitors Act, 1843, but that he had been guilty of professional 
misconduct (1) in entering into an agreement with Osborne that the latter 
should introduce the business of the above deceased solicitor to him, that 
Osborne should be his clerk, and that Osborne should have charge of the 
business he introduced and manage it under Smith’s supervision ; and (2) 
when he summarily dismissed Osborne for misconduct without notice, in 
recognizing a proprietary right in Osborne in certain actions, and suggest- 
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to him that he should find some other solicitor to carry them on. 
With regard to Jones the report found that he allowed Osborne to act 
without any real supervision in the hope and expectation that both he and 
Osborne would derive profit from the business the latter was to be allowed 
to carry on. 

Tue Court (Lord Atverstonz, C.J., and Kennepy and Rintey, JJ.) 
committed Osborne to prison, ordered Smith to pay the costs of the 
inquiry, and struck Jones off the rolls. 

ord Atverstone, C.J.—Everything that could be said had been 
urged for the various parties in this case, but the findings in the master’s 
report had not been seriously questioned. As regards Osborne I have no 
doubt that for years past he has been conducting legal proceedings in the 
name of solicitors, he himself being an unqualified person. It is not 
necessary to point out the evils to which such conduct may lead, 
especially in the case of poor persons, who are deprived of the protec- 
tion they would otherwise have, and these dangers are recognized 
by the severity of the penalties inflicted by the Legislature in respect 
of this offence. Osborne was convicted in 1883 of a similar offence. 
No account was kept, as one would expect if, as alleged, he was 
only acting as a clerk in these matters. I think Osborne has been guilty 
of an offence under section 32, and he must be committed to prison. As 


regards Smith, I have great difficulty in taking a lenient view of his case. | 
It is true that the master has stated that there was insufficient evidence to | 


justify him in finding that he had been guilty of an offence under section 
32, and we are only asked to deal with him under our other powers. I have 


no wish to press these cases, and Iam therefore unwilling to come to a | - 
different conclusion. But there are circumstances of grave suspicion, | C4 recommend to the society any reform calculated to stay the growth of 
There is strong evidence that Smith during a period of time was allowing | 


Osborne to do business in his own name under circumstances raising the | 


Law Societies. 
The Law Society. 


The annual general meeting of the members of this society will be held 
at the Society’s Hall (Chancery-lane entrance), on Friday, the 14th of 
July, 1905, at 2 p.m. 
| The following are the provisions of bye-law 15 as to the business to 


be transacted at an annual general meeting—namely : 

| The business of an annual general meeting shall be the election of 

president, vice-president, and members of Council, as directed by the 

| charter, and also the election of auditors; the reception of the accounts 
submitted by the auditors for approval, the reception of the annual report 
of the Council, and the disposal of business introduced by the Council, and 
of any other matter which may consistently with the charter and bye-laws 
be introduced at such meeting.’’ 


Below there will be found the names of the candidates nominated to 
fill the ten vacancies in the Council, and in the offices of president, vice- 
president, and auditors, with the names and addresses of their nominators, 


Mr. Charles Ford will move: That it be referred to the Council to 





| consider and report upon the overcrowded condition of the profession, and 


as to whether, in the interest of the public and the profession. the Council 


this evil. 
Mr. Charles Ford will ask in what number of cases, during the past ten 


suspicion that the solicitor was not acting properly. He must pay the | years, action has been taken under bye-laws 10, 11, and 12. 


costs of the inquiry. As regards Jones I cannot take so lenient a view. It 


was painful in the case of an old man, to whom the result must be serious, | 


but the statute made the result inevitable, and he must be struck off the 
rolls. 


Kennepy and Rivtey, JJ., concurred. 


Hollams stated, in order to prevent mistakes, that the name of the | 


solicitor ordered to be struck off the roll F is A tus J , of | : ; 
gdm ver ng Be Se thee ea ee ee | society held on the 25th of April, 1902, such resolution having reference to 


8, Mason’s-avenue, Basinghall-street.—CounseL, F. W. Hollams; Witt, 
K.C., and A. Cairns ; Coxr-Sinclair ; P, R. O, Simner. Soxrtcrrors, William- 
son; J. G. Metcalfe. 

[Reported by Aran Hoaa, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 





*,* Our report of the case of Davis v. Petrie (ante, p. 567) referred to 
the question before the court as being “‘ whether under a deed of assign- 
ment for the benefit of a creditor,’’ &. We are informed that the deed of 
assignment in question in the case was for the benefit of ai? creditors of the 
debtor, although none of the creditors had any knowledge of its execution 
until some time afterwards. 


List oF QvaLiriep Mempers oF THE Socrery NominaTep as Mempers 





Mr. Charles Ford will move: That it be referred to the Council to con- 
sider and report whether any, and if so what, alterations should be made 
in bye-laws 10, 11, and 12 in order to give the Council greater power in 


| connection with the suspension and expulsion of members. 


Mr. Charles Ford will ask whether the Council propose to take any 
action in reference to a resolution unanimously passed at a meeting of the 


removing the names of solicitors from the roll. 

Mr. W. P. W. Phillimore will ask: (1) What newspapers or other serial 
publications the society has ceased to subscribe to during the last three 
years? (2) What fresh serial publications (newspapers or otherwise) the 
society has commenced to take in during the like period? And will move— 
(1) That the society take in the Westminster Review; (2) that a list of 
all the serial publications taken in by the society be continuously posted 
in the hall, library, and the new common room in some prominent position. 

Mr. Edmund Kimber will ask a question with reference to the 
accumulated dividends of the Travers Smith Fund. 


or THE CouncIL TO BE ELECTED aT THE ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING ON 


THE 14rn or Jury, 1905. 





Name of Candidate. 





Henry Attlee ... . | 10, Billiter-square, E.C. ... 
. | 28, Great George-street, West- 
minster 


James Samuel Beale 


Ebenezer John Bristow... ia | 1, Copthall-buildings, E.C. 





| 

| 

. | . . . 

Harvey Clifton . | 4, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Rectory House, St. 


Michael’s- | 
alley, Cornhill, E.C, 


William Edward Gillett 5, Berners-street, London, W. ... 


William Godden «+ | 34, Old Jewry, E.C. eS 
‘a 


Sir John Hollams . | 30, Mincing-lane, E.O. 


-Thos. Rawle, President 


|\ Provincial Law Societies) 


Names of Nominators. Address, 





Jas. Armstrong ... 
Edward F. Turner... 


12, Fenchurch-avenue, E.C. 
101, Leadenhall-street, E.C. 


Waterloo Station, S.E. , 
101, Leadenhall-street, E.C. 


1, Bedford-row, W.O. 
2, Craig’s-court, Charing Cross, W. 


Saml. Bircham ‘ 
{ Edward F. Turner... 
Thomas Rawle... 
{we F. Fladgate ... 


Garth Celyn, Criccieth. 

Corkickle, Whitehaven, and Con- 
stitutional Club, London, W.O. 

5, Frederick’s-place, Old Jewry, E.C. 

63, Queen Victoria-street, E.C. 

Norwich. 

Driffield. 

2, Old Serjeants’-inn, W.C. 

14, John Dalton-street, Manchester. 

Redhill, Surrey. 

13, Prince Albert-street, Brighton. 


1, Bedford-row, W.C. 
2, Graig’s-court, Charing Cross, 8.W. 
8, Albion-place, Leeds. 


( Wm. George ee oo 
Augustus Helder, M.P. ... 


Henry Owen, D.L., J.P. ... 
A. Rhys Roberts ... See 
Louis Tillett, M.P. 

Luke White, M.P.... 

Robt. Cornwall 

J. A. Grundy ee , 
Wilfrid Hooper, LL.B. ... 
Louis Meaden eae seo 


W. F. Fladgate, Vice-President... 

Thomas Marshall ... oe oes 
(Hon. Secretary Associated 
Provincial Law Societies) 

CO. H. Morton * 


2 bee ... | 5, Cook-stree Liverpool. 
(Asst. Hon. Secy. Associated - 





49, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.O. 
101, Leadenhall-street, E.C. 


Guildhall, E.C. 
New Bank-buildings, 31, Old Jewry, 
E.C. 


sc. G. May... sis wa 
| Edward F. Turner ose 


Sir Homewood Crawford... 
Edwin Freshfield ... awe 


35, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. ; 
61, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.0. 





Saml. J. Daw we eee 
John W. Price... ie 





Willi 
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Name of Candidate. Address. 








Names of Nominators. Address. 








William John Humfrys Hereford... on ove 


Charles Edward Mathews .. 29, Waterloo-street, Birmingham 


. | 7, Mount-square, Albert - square, 


Joseph Farmer Milne 
Manchester 





12 and 14, Great Marlborough- 


Sir Henry Arthur White 
street, W. 









(E. L. Wallis as «oe sess |: Bereford. 
(President Herefordshire Incor- 
porated Law Society) ... os 
Chas. P. Douglas ... =a sae 
(President of the Chester and 
N. Wales Incorporated Law 


Friars, Chester. 





Society) ... o ° 
Thomas Marshall ... ove 8, Albion-place, Leeds. 
_R. Ellett ... “ oo irencester. 
J. Barham Carslake se -. | 7, Cannon-street, Birmingham, 
(President of the Birmingham 
Law Society) 
Chas. G. Beale... ote ... | 12, Newhall-street, Birmingham, 
(Lord Mayor of Birmingham) 
( W. H. Norton 30, Brown-street, Manchester. 


| (President of the Manchester 
g Incorporated Law Association 
Thomas Marshall ... eee -- | 8, Albion-place,- Leeds. 
, Godfrey W. P. Mellor... oe | 45, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 
py on eed 
. > gue see -row, W.C. 
{W. F. Fladgate, Vice-President ... | 2, Craig’s-court, 8.W. 





List or Quatirrep MemBers Proposep AS PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 


15, Bedford-row, W.C.... ou 


2, Craig’s-court, Charing Cross, 
Strand 


Charles Mylne Barker (as President) 


Wm. Francis Fladgate (as Vice- 
President) 





ri 


John Stephens Chappelow, F.C.A. | 
Walter Frederick Cunliffe... ... | 48, Chancery-lane, W.C. 
ar | 46, Bedford-square, W.C. 


10, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, 


Reginald Curtis Toogood 


The following are extracts from the annual report of the Council : 

Membership of the Society.—The society has now 8,415 members, of whom 
3,915 practise in town and 4,500 practise in the country. The number of 
members who joined the society during the past year is 605, as compared 
with 492 in the previous year. After allowing for deaths, resignations, 
and exclusions, the number of members shews an increase for the year of 
348, and is the highest hitherto attained. A leaflet giving information as 
to the society is now handed to every solicitor on admission. 

The Society’s Building.—Since the issue of the last annual report some 
minor alterations in the arrangements of the building have been made; 
the old general office in Chancery-lane has been converted into a smoking- 
toom for members, and the oak panelling formerly in the hall of New-inn 
has been placed in the room. A silver plate on the panelling of the fire- 
place records this fact. The furniture of the hall is being renovated, and 
it has been restored to its former position as a reading-room for members. 
The small room at the top of the stairs leading to the strong rooms is now 
available for the use of tenants of the strong rooms who wish to examine 
their papers, and as a second conference-room. The old lavatory has been 
converted into a waiting-room for counsel and solidifors engaged before 
the committee appointed under section 12 of the Solicitors Act, 1888. 
The Council are pleased to report that they have been able to complete the 
new buildings without borrowing more than £25,000 of the £45,000 
authorized by the general meeting of the 29th of November, 1901. 

Luncheon Rooms.—The luncheon-room arrangements during the year 
have, on the whole, worked satisfactorily. There was on the year’s work- 
ing a balance of £214 19s. to the credit of the society, and the Council 
a reduced the table money from eightpence to sixpence for the current 

Registry Department.—The work of the registry shews a steady and satis- 
factory increase. The receipts for the year 1904 were £467 16s. 6d., as 
compared with £425 7s. in the previous year. 

The Library.—The works on topography, genealogy, and kindred 
subjects, which for a short time were located in the common room, have 
been moved back to the south wing of the East Library, as the new position 
was not found to be convenient to members, and the books now to be 
found in the common room are the Parliamentary journals and debates, 
the London Gazette, bound volumes of reviews and magazines, works on 
history and biography, and such classics and belles-lettres as the library 
possesses. In addition, the wired cases in that room contain some valuable 
or curious books of various classes. The formation of a separate west 
library forstudentsand members’ clerks, which was referred to in the annual 
Teport for the year 1904, has been received with great satisfaction by 
members, and appears to have led to an increased use of the East Library. 
Such complaints as have been received about the West Library were due 
to delays that have been remedied by the provision of duplicate text- 

ooks and reports in larger numbers than were at first deemed necessary. 
Sixty-two students have subscribed to the libarary since May, 1904, and 
one wing of the West Library is reserved for them exclusively. In 
addition to the volumes of students’ text-books provided for their use, the 
statutes, reports, and text-books in the other part of the West Library 
are available to them, and on application to the attendant they can obtain 
any works from the other rooms. The overcrowding of books in the East 
rary has been relieved by the removal of about 7,000 volumes of 
Parliamentary papers and reports, some of which haue been located round 





List or Qua.irrep Persons Proprosep as AupiTors oF THE Socrery. 


Andrew A. Collyer-Bristow 4, Bedford-row, W.C. 

Dillon R. 8. Lowe... one 2, Temple-gardens, Temple, E.C. 

Dillon R. 8. Lowe... 2, Temple-gardens, Temple, E.C. 
t. 


Wm. Osborn Boyes, LL.D. _... | Barne 


5, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 

11, Bedford-row, W.C. 

44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 

3, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. 
Edward Upton... tae ... | 43, Bedford-square, London, W.C. 
P. Carlyon- Britton + eee | 48, Bedford-square, London, W.C. 


the walls of the large lecture room and the remainder in other rooms in the 
building specially fitted up to receive them. Sixteen hundred volumes have 
been added to the library during the past year by donation and purchase. 
The total number of volumes now in the library, including the Mendham 
Collection, is about 46,000 volumes. 

Preliminary Examination Exemptions.—Attention is drawn to the report 
on the society’s preliminary examination and the examinations exempting 
therefrom published in the appendix to the annual report for the year 
1904. The recommendations therein made have for the most part been 
embodied in an order dated the 8th of February, 1905, issued by the Master 
of the Rolls under the power contained in the Solicitors Act, 1877. The 
order makes Latin a compulsory subject for all examinations to be accepted 
in place of the preliminary examination, with the exception of those men- 
tioned in section 10 of the Solicitors Act, 1877 ; and a compulsory subject 
for all examinations exempting from one year’s service under articles, 
and it revokes the exemption previously conferred on holders of the lower 
certificate of the Oxford and Cambridge Schools Examination Board. On 
the other hand, it creates certain new exemptions, of which the most 
important are the examinations of the Joint Matriculation Board of the 
Universities of Manchester, Liverpool, and Leeds, and the Matriculation 
Examination of the University of Birmingham. The order provides that 
the society shall have notice of applications to the judges for exemptions 
under sections 10 and 13 of the Solicitors Act, 1877, and shall be entitled 
to be heard on such applications. 

Intermediate Examination.—In July last onan were made by the 
Council under the Solicitors Act, 1894, extending the list of degrees con- 
ferring exemption from the society’s intermediate examination, so as to 
include the law degrees of the Universities of Wales, Birmingham, 
Liverpool, and Leeds. The Council have decided that book-keeping and 
accountancy shall be restored as a subject of this examination, and 
regulations to this effect will be issued in due course. 

School of Law.—The scheme of a School of Law, to which will 
be applied the funds derived from New-inn and Clifford’s-inn, is 
for the present in abeyance, but an order has been made whereby 
one-half of the residue of the income of the funds, after providin 
for certain annuities, is paid to the society, to be expend 
at the discretion of the Council in extending and improving the system of 
legal education now provided by them for the benefit of law students in 
London and the provinces. With the object also of extending and 
improving the society's own system of education, an increase has been 
made in the examination fees. 

The Society’s Lectures and Classes.—The .“~r- teaching system of 
the society, to which reference was made in last year’s report, is now 
approaching the end of the second year of its existence, and has been 
successful. The number of students availing themselves of the system 
have fluctuated slightly from term to term, but have never fallen below 
one hundred during the present year, and at present stands at 
the very satisfactory figure of 119. The attendance at lectures 
and classes has been exceptionall a and — o 
percentages steadily improving wi © progress time. e 
application of the additional funds available to the society for the 
purposes of legal education by the allocation of of the Clifford’s-inn 
and New-inn funds, and the increase of the ion fees, has been the 
subject of much consideration by the Council and its Legal Education 


{ R. W. Tweedie aes on 
Edmund Church ... om inns 

Busick E. Pemberton ... eee 
{ Arthur Francis... a ote 
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Committee during the last few mcnths. 


claim with London students to participate in improved facilities for legal 
education. The Legal Education Committee accordingly advised the Council 
to summon a conference of provincial representatives to discuss the matter, 
and a highly successful meeting was held at the society’s hall on the 3rd of 
May, full minutes of the proceedings of which can be obtained on application 
by anyone interested in the subject. Asa result of this and other frequent 
deliberations, the Council has finally decided to apply the increased tunds 
at its disposal in five directions—viz. (a) the foundation of a scheme of 
scholarships for articled clerks, to be held on condition of pursuing courses 
of legal study approved by the Council; (4) the systematic reorganization 
and extension of the society’s grants for the assistance of legal education 
in the provinces ; (c) the reduction of lecture and class fees payable by the 
society’s students ; (d) the increase of the society’s teaching staff ; (e) the 
provision of increased accommodation for the society’s teaching work. 
The last two items will depend greatly on the —— of the teaching 
work which may be expected to take place as the result of scholarship 
awards ; but the benefit of the additional facilities thus created will be 
available to all students who care to take advantage of them. 





Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 
ANNIVERSARY FESTIVAL. 


The forty-fifth anniversary festival of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association 
took place on Thursday, the 22nd ult., at the Savoy Hotel, the chair being 
taken by Mr, Sam Brecnam. The guests included Mr. Justice Kekewich, 
Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane, Mr. Thos. Rawle (President of the Law 
Society), Mr. H. A. Peake (chairman of the board of directors), Mr. 
Augustus Helder, M.P., Mr. Ernest Page, K.C., Mr. T. Skewes-Cox, M.P., 
Mr. W. H. Norton (president of the Manchester Law Association), Mr. 
Thos. Robson (presidert of the Yorkshire Law Society), Mr. F. Marshall 
(president of the Newcastle on-Tyne Law Society), Mr. F. Oddin Taylor; 
J.P. (president of the Norfolk and Norwich Law Society), Mr, A. Tassell 
(president of the Kent Law Society), Mr. W. H. Francis (president of the 
Cambridge Law Society), Mr. J. G. Hutchison (president of the Bradford 
Law Society), Mr. Henry Manisty, Mr. H. E, Gribble, Mr. W. J. Watson, 
Mr. R. W. Tweedie, Mr. H. M. Crookenden, Mr. C. de J. Andrewes, Mr. 
Jas. 8. Beale, Mr. H, K. Fulton, Mr. D. H. Herbert, Mr. J. Field Beale, 
Mr. E. Horeman Bailey, Mr. A. Gerald Smith, Capt. Herbert Peake, Mr. 
R. 8. Taylor, Mr. A. Hanbury, Mr. W. L. Clarke, Mr. M. A. Tweedie, 
Mr. A. Wightman, J.P., Mr. J. Mason Williams, Mr. Gerald Sturt, Mr. 
E. A. Bonner- Maurice, Mr. G. H. Chamberlain, Mr. E. J. Stannard, Mr, 
T. Mears, Mr. H. Wilkins, Mr. L. Clarke, Mr. A. Davenport, Mr. W. F. 
Cunliffe, Mr. T. B. Coombs, Mr. W. W. Bury, Mr. L. W.N. Hickley, 
Mr. C. L. Smiles, Mr. F. W. Blunt, Mr. W. A. F. Rogers, Mr. A. Keen, 
Mr. J. R. B. Gregory, Mr. W. Dowson, Mr. C. Martineau, Mr. W. G. 
King, Mr. C. P. King, Mr. W. Cheesman, Mr. A. R. Farrar, Mr. J. H. 
Gardiner, Mr. C. G. May, Mr. H. Gaselee, and Mr. G. D. Dean. 

Mr. Hexry Manisry, in proposing the toast of ‘‘ The Bench and the Bar,” 
observed that they all knew the bench, and they all knew the bar, and 
they had the greatest regard and esteem for them. He did not suppose 
there was any body of men in England who could so thoroughly appreciate 
the bench and bar as the solicitors of England. They all, of course, recog- 
nized the glory which attached to the bench of England, a glory which 
the United States, he might say, had imitated, and perhaps, he might say, 
other nations had tried to imitate. When he said there was a difficulty 
in proposing the toast of the bench and the bar, he felt the difficulty in dis- 
tinguishing between the two bodies, because, of course, when on the bench 
the judges occupied the position of the commanding officers, but he had 
always found that off the bench the judges were barristers and there was no 
distinction between them, and that persons went to one as readily as they 
went to the other for assistance and for advice. He did not suppose that 
there were any more hard working men in England than the bench, and it 
was very much with them as it was with the members of the House of 
Commons, a great deal of the work, the hard work that was done, was not 
before the public. In the House of Commons all the hard work of com- 
mittees was disregarded by the public. With regard to the bench, all the 
hard work which was done, not only in chambers, but done some time or 
other between night and morning, was not known to the public. He 
had known instances of a judge who, at five minutes’ notice, had had an 
enormous bundle of complicated papers thrown at his head in an emergency, 
taking them home, working through them during the late hours of the night 
and the early hours of the morning, and deciding them before coming into 
court. That was the kind of thing that the judges in England did. In 
regard to the bar, every man present who was not at the bar knew that the 
barrister was the man that he flew to when he got into difficulty. It was of 

the greatest possible advantage that there should be @ bar as distinguished 
from the solicitors’ branch of the profession. If it were not so, there would 
be a barrister member and a solicitor member, and the result would be that 
the client, instead of having the most competent man to conduct his case, 
bow, Soe at Aree Baerga member of the firm and not the solicitor. 

f , upon the bench with the kindly regar ctic ic 
= Da -vee —— y regard and affection which they 

Mr. Justice Kzxewicn, in returning thanks, said he entirely agreed with 
Mr. Manisty’s remarks. Lord Esher was fond of saying that when the 


judges were on the bench they were on the quarter-deck, they were officers, 
but when they descended they were members of the profession to which they 
all belonged. He did not propose to distinguish in any way between the 
bench and the bar ; he was called upon to return thanks on behalf of both, 
and he would endeavour to represent the feelings of those on whose behalf he 
It was very good cf them to ask them to come there on an 


was speaking. 


It was felt that, at any rate as 
regards the revenue accruing from fees, country students had an equal 


occasion of that kind, to a meeting which was at the same time of a profes. 
sional and social character. He knew that they only asked for the sympathy 
of the bar, they did not ask them to contribute to the funds of their excellent 
association. That, if they would allow him to say so, was quite right. The 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Association was the business of solicitors, the barristers 
had their benevolent association, which was the business of barristers, and 
the barristers did not of course ask the solicitors to contribute to it. But the 
solicitors asked the barristers to be present to shew their sympathy, and 
speaking for himself, as well as for others, it was a great pleasure, and so far 
as they could they shewed their sympathy for what he knew from many 
friends was a most excellent institution ; might it flourish long and prosper, 
But he might go further. Speaking for himself, he never willingly lost 
an opportunity of improving his friendship with the solicitor members of 
the profession. He had always wished, and in this he was speaking 
for others also, to keep up the connection between the two branches 
of the profession as closely as it could be. There was a difficulty on the 
social side, as they knew. Those who gave briefs and those who received 
them must throughout a great period of their lives stand on separate plat- 
forms, there must be rules which tended to separate them, and the old 
experience of their forefathers on circuit shewed that stringent rules were 
necessary, Unfortunately they could not get rid of these things in modern 
times in a hurry, and these rules did exist and, founded on propriety, existed 
more or less in the present day. But it seemed to him that they had gonea 
good way, he was glad to say, to break them down, and there was no reason 
why they should not come together socially, and they did so, and he hoped 
would do so more and more, and as time went on he ventured to hope that 
many means would be found for bringing the solicitors and the barristers 
together. At present he knew only of two associations in which really they 
could meet in friendly rivalry. The bar had its golf association and so had 
the solicitors, and though it did not belong to him to take part in them, he 
read now and then of friendly contests in which sometimes one and some- 
times the other were the victors. And by-and-by and by degrees he hoped 
the union would be strengthend by such associations or otherwise. But they 
could goa little further. There were other ways in which they came into 
contact. There were many matters which concerned both branches of the 
profession which they might discuss with great advantage to both branches 
and to the public. There was one difficulty. Mr. Manisty had alluded to 
the distinction between the two branches of the profession and had said that 
he did not wish to see it abolished; nor did he. It had often been 
said that any one who should sit down to frame a constitution of this 
country of ours would frame something entirely different from that 
which we had, but what we had was uncommonly good, and very 
few men were anxious to tinker with it. So it was with regard to the 
distinction between the solicitors and the bar. He supposed that no 
man sitting down to frame rules for the guidance of lawyers and 
their business would think of dividing lawyers into solicitors and barristers, 
but it had worked well for a great many generations, and worked well still, 
and he hoped that also might flourish long and prosper. But that un- 
fortunately did prevent their meeting, as they might otherwise meet, to 
discuss many questions which concerned both branches of the profession, 
because each felt, and felt with great truth, that the subject would be 
approached on either side with a sort of leaning towards the particular 
branch which the side represented. This was perhaps inevitable, but still 
there were a great many subjects which he believed they could discuss 
together with the greatest advantage to the profession in general and to 
the public. On some they might agree to differ, but with regard to more 
they might, he was sure, fimd means of doing great good. Let him mention 
one which was now, or not perhaps ab the present moment so much, but 
which was s short time ago, in the minds of many of them. A great 
opportunity had occurred—he was sorry the great opportunity had been 
lost—of the barristers and the solicitors uniting to promote the cause of 
legal education. He was proud te belong to Lincoln’s-inn, and he was 
glad to know that the honourable society of Lineoln’s-inn, guided by his 
good friend Lord Macnaghten, who had taken a very deep interest in the 
subject, and had been the chairman, as they knew, of the Council of Lega! 
Education for a long time, had gone strongly for the Attorney-General’s 
scheme and had petitioned for the Royal Charter which was to found the 
school of law. He (Mr. Justice Kekewich) dared say the scheme was not 
perfect, several minor objections had occurred to him himself, but it was 
a very good start, and it was framed on a very ee basis, and he was ex- 
tremely serry that, at any rate for a time, he hoped not permanently, the 
opportunity had been lost of combining together to found a school of law 
which would have been to the advantage of all. They would hope that the 
present arrangement was only temporary, and that the scheme might blos- 
som out again in a more perfect form which all might support and which 
the Law Society might accept. If they could work together in the cause of 
education they could work together even on higher lines. They really were 
all members of one body, and the health of the whole body was affected 
according to the condition possibly of the health or ill-health of any one 
member. There could not be any impropriety on the bench or at the bar 
which in some small degree did not give a shock to all those who were tied 
together by the rope by which they were all aseisted in climbing the heights 
of life. And not even the smallest solicitor in the sfiallest and obscurest 
country town could be guilty of any impropriety without reflecting dis- 
credit on the whole of the profession. They could all aim at attaining the 
highest standard of an honourable profession, and in that way could unite 
aud all pull together, and it was because he believed that all of them wished 
to do so that he was glad to be present and to be able to respond to the 
toast. 

The Cuamman proposed the toast of the evening, ‘‘The Solicitors’ 
Benevolent Association, and may prosperity continue to attend it.’’ He 
wished to say a word or two by way of introduction. Nearly twenty 
five years ago he remembered his father saying to him that he had incurred 
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the penalty of his temerity in suggesting that a solicitor should preside 
on these occasions by being told that he would have to occupy the chair 
himself. And later on, on the occasion of the festival of the association, 
he had told those present then that it had been the custom to invite some 
big wig, possibly a peer, possibly a distinguished commoner, ibly an 
eminent lawyer, to preside at the festivals of the Solicitors’ evolent 
Association ; but that he had become convinced that they could and should 
from their own body nominate some one to re mt the association in 
what, at the worst, must be a pleasurable duty. The meeting had entirely 
with him, and he (the chairman) saw that he was an insignificant 

unit at that meeting. He was sure, leaving the present moment out of 
consideration, that the rule had worked well, and ever since that date a 
solicitor had presided at these meetings, and had done so efficiently and 
successfully. He should like to thank those who were present who come 
from far afield, the representatives of provincial legal societies; he thanked 
them cordially on behalf of the association. There were those present. who 
had, he knew, come out of compliment to himself. ‘I am giving up public 
fanctions,’’ said one, “‘ but I must make an exception in your favour.’ For 
that and such-like expressions he thanked them most cordially. Coming to 
the toast of the evening, he said that when he reflected that less than fifty 
years ago less than £50 was distributed in alms by the association, when he 
reflected that that might now be multiplied by nearly 150, then he was 
compelled to believe that the toast had been given very earnestly and 
seriously, and that the prayer with which it concluded had been 
answered. Most of them knew what hard work was, many of them 
knew how that hard work had been sweetened by success, and they 
thanked God for it. How infinitely harder was the work where success 
was not, where trouble and sorrow and ill-health and terrible 
atience made the hardship of life, which hardships and conditions of 

ife the association attempted to alleviate. He had heard his father 

say that the hardest work of his life was when the postman passed his 
door in Lincoln’s-inn-fields and left no letters. And he (the chairman) 
was quite well aware of the conditions of life. He had seen enough of life to 
know that no work was the hardest work of all. He was not going to 
trouble them with a mass of figures. He was not going to trouble them 
with the details of the work of the association. For that information he would 
refer them to the statements made from time to time in the reports published 
by the association, and to a perusal of the excellent speech made two years since 
by bim whom he might refer to as his good friend Tom Rawle, and he 
should weary them needlessly by going into them. They might recollect 
that Mr. Rawle had told them how less than half a century ago the 
association counted the distributable funds by tens of pounds, how they now 
were counted, not by tens or even by hundreds, but by thousands, and in 
the past year ending in the early part of the present month no less than 
46,213 had been distributed. It was interesting to know how the society had 
gone on by leaps and bounds. In 1874 the relief granted was £1,100, ten 
years later, in 1884, it was £3,022, in 1894 it was £3,764, in 1904 it was 
45,196, and during the past year ending this month it had amounted to 
4,213. He thought that their duty lay in this, that they must by all means 
try to increase the annual subscriptions. They were by no means enough 
to meet the cases which came before the directors. He would suggest that 
when they parted that night they should do so with the resolve that each of 
them w: uld make it his business to add, say, five members of their profession 
as annual subscribers to the association. It was surprising to find—not only 
surprising, but he thought it was a stigma on the profession to find—that not 
more than a quarter of those who belonged to it were subscr.bers to the funds 
of the association. If they were a body large and influential, if they were a 
body in charge of the interests of and confidences private and public of the 
community as no other body in the world was, it was théfr bounden duty to 
live up to that standard which should prevail, and above all to help one 
another. He really hardly knew how to urge this feeling upon the pro- 
fesion generally, but it would lie individually on his mind to a great extent 
that those who were attentive and careful in this matter should see what they 
could do to increase the funds. This led him to the question of invested 
funds, and he recollected being present at one of these festivals many years 
ago and hearing the advice given by Lord James, then Sir Henry James, that 
they would never be in a proper state of prosperity until they had distributed 
all their accumulated funds and were in debt. He could not conceive a more 
pernicious doctrine, A state of debt meant a state of anxiety and uncertainty, 
and the uncertainty was the most serious thing of all. He thought that 
pethaps Sir Henry James might have had in his mind the case of a hospital, 
where a state of debt seemed to be the ordinary condition of aftaire’ 

but a hospital was in a very different position from the association, The 

association could not mend sorrow and affliction as a hospital could mend 
& broken arm ; and even then he did not admit the argument. He thought 
the words were applicable to the association, ‘The poor we have always 
with us,” and they must always help them. Surely they might rely to 

&great extent upon annual subscriptions. The solicitor of to-morrow was 
not the least less likely than the solicitor of to-day to be kind and benevolent, 
and they might assume, therefore, that all annual contributions and the pro- 
ceeds of invested funds might fairly be spent. They, at any rate, would 
meet the more pressing needs of the association, But for his part he 
held it to be their sacred duty to build up the invested capital, not to 
allow it to be invaded, and to trust to the annual subscriptions to meet 
the more pressing necessities. The directors of the association recognized 
that it was the duty of all the members to do their utmost to increase the 
annual subscribers, so that they might be able to hold the invested capital as 
stored. It might be interesting to know that when the association was 
formed in 1858 the assistance given was limited to those who subscribed and 
their families. Four years later non-subscribers to @ limited extent were 
assisted, In 1870 relief was given to the extent of the interest on capital 
only, and therefore until that time the annual subscriptions helped to build 
up the invested capital. But in 1871 the directors were authorized to apply 





the annual subscriptions as well, and therefore the directors were amply 
justified in spending all annual subscriptions and income from invested 
capital in the relief of necessitous cases. But he still held that the invested 
funds should be sacred. Perhaps this was remy Ge place from which 
advice to the directors should be offered. They knew the value of their 
services, and if he had done nothing more than express a personal opinion 
as to these matters he ought to apologize to them. But it was a personal 
opinion and for what it was worth perhaps the directors would consider it. 

e would desire also to call attention to the fact that some years ago a sum 
of £360 was given out of the funds to a necessitous case ; he did not know 
whether it was given all at once nor did he care, it was given. A member 
of the family who had received the assistance had hit on better times and he 
had repaid it by instalments of £100, and finally this year he had paid the 
£60 balance. hag ‘ 

The Sxcretary (Mr. J. T. Scott) announced subscriptions and donations 
amounting to £1,271, which included the following: The Chairman, £25 ; 
Messrs. Bircham & Co., £52 10s.; Sir Geo. Lewis, Bart., £100 ; Mr. Lancelot 
Fletcher, £100 ; Sir John Hollams, £52 10s. ; Mr. James S. Beale, £52 10s. ; 
Mr. Edwin Williams, £30 ; Mr. Henry Attlee, £25; Mr.T. W. Thompson, £25 ; 
Mr. A. Wightman, J.P., £25; Mr. R. W. Tweedie, £21; Mr. R. 8. Taylor, 
£15 15s. ; the Kent Law Society, £21; Mr. T. Rawle, £10 10s.; Mr. H. 
Manisty, £10 10s.; and Mr. H. A. Peake (chairman of the board), £10 10s. 

The Cuareman said that it occurred to him to thank those gentlemen who 
had been instrumental in getting new annual subscriptions most cordially. 
Those he held to be the basis rae foundation that the society was built on. 
Let them get the annual subscriptions and let that be the fund from which 
assistance was given, and let them build up the invested capital. 

Mr. Justice Bancrave Deanx said he rejoiced with them on the extremely 
good news they had just heard. It made the mouths of barristers water to 
hear what the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association had been doing, when one 
thought of the somewhat poor results the Barristers’ Benevolent Association 
had achieved. Perhaps a dinner like this was a t advantage—it was 
certainly a at advantage to those who attended as visitors and friends, 
because they learned by what was preached to them. He had been 
privileged to propose the — important toast, ‘‘ The Law Soeiety and the 
Provincial Law Societies of England and Wales.’’ They were unique, he 
thought, in England, in having such a large body of men of all sorts and 
descriptions who were willing to give their time, their knowledge, and their 
abilities to work without reward, and they found in England large societies 
of various sorts—from the House of Commons downwards—who were 
willing to work for the nation’s good, not for profit, and without fee or 
reward. He hoped it might always remain so. They sometimes heard 
people say that the House of Commons ought to be paid, and that other 

ple should be paid. He thought it would be a great misfortune, in 
Fis own view, as that labour which was not paid, and which was 
free and voluntary, was always the best. The man who voluntaily 
gave his labour and his abilities and time to doing good to other 


people and working for the interests of others was sure to do better work 
than the man who worked for what he was paid for doing. The 
toast represented a body of men scattered throughout the country who were 
working for the good of the country, and it was a great blessing that they 


had in the parent society and in the societies throughout England and Wales 
—men, proud men, men of repute, men of ability, who had from time to 
time been working and carrying on a great work of forwarding the advance- 
ment of the law. They were all lawyers there, but they knew how essential 
it was that law, so far as England was concerned, should be of the best—not 
only of the best, but of the purest and most honourable, And the only way 
in which they could insure that was by seeing that education for the law, 
the conduct of the law, and the principles in which the law was conducted 
should be inculcated early and kept up to the highest mark. And that was 
the work which these law societies were doing. They found the best men 
working for them. They found that no man seemed to think that his time 
was wasted in becoming a member—a permanent member—of this great 
society, and he was glad to hear frem the chairman that gentlemen bad 
come there to-night from various parts of England to be present on this 
great occasion, for it shewed that their hearts were in the work. The work 
of these societies was varied. They had a great educational work. Young 
men were coming forward whose ambition was to become solicitors. Then 
there was the disciplinary work to shew that, so far as possible, the work 
that those men did should be done properly and well. And there was 
another branch which well and worthily formed a very pleasant part of their 
work—the work of hospitality; and he had had many opportunities of 
joinmg the Law Society on their festive occasions, when he had been pleased 
to meet the best men of the profession, Something had been said that 
evening about the amalgamation of the barristers and the solicitors. 
He did earnestly hope that would never come to pass. He had been 
a barrister for a great many years, and they barristers who were the 
advocates had the very great advantage, because they were not liable for 
mistakes. He was not so sure that the eolicitor advocate would be in the 
same position, He had heard people say lately, he had heard his friend 
Mr. Rawle say, that they hed lately gained great advantages by extending the 
right of audience for solicitors in various courts. Yes, 1t was a great 
advantage in some ways, but let them take care they did not go too far and 
find when they were advocates that they had actions brought against them 
for negligence. It was very easy to make a mistake in court. Very few 
barristers who had big practices had escaped, but they were safe. lt was 
not 8o with the solicitor, and he was not quite sure that it was not better for 
them to ‘stick to the last,"’ and not run the risk of having some wretched 
client whom they represented in some court coming down and eazing, if 
you had not made a blunder I should not have gone to the wall. t was 
possible, and he did not think they should emulate their friends across the 
ocean in trying to amalgamate the two branches of the a. Some- 
thing had been said by Mr. Justice Kekewich about their friendship the one 
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with the other. There was no doubt that things had changed. He wasa 
younger man than Mr. Justice Kekewich, but the profession, when he 
joined it, was very hostile as between its various branches. When he joined 
his circuit he was not allowed to travel anything but first class; he was 
told he might meet a solicitor if he went second or third. Now his 
impression was that it was just the other way about; one had better go 
third, for the solicitor was probably travelling first. But that did not 
much matter; that was not the position. The point was that, whereas 
for many years back the bar had been generally recruited from men 
who had been at public schools and the universities, until a few years 
ago it was not so with solicitors, but of late years men had joined that 
branch of the profession from the public schools and the universities until as 
many came to it as to the bar, and men coming to the bar found their friends 
at school or at the universities amongst the solicitors. And it could not be 
expected, there was no reason why it should be expected, that men who had 
been school frienhs and brother collegians should cease to be the great 
friends they had been in the past. The views of the two branches had 
altered, too, because there was a different tone, and there was less reason to 
fear the evil results from the friendship so formed, and he was perfectly 
certain that that which was in the past possibly a danger was rapidly 
disappearing, and things were becoming rapidly well between the two 
branches, and there was no fear of their friendship doing harm. Some of 
his very best friends had been in the solicitor branch of the profession, men 
he had respected, and with whom he had never hesitated to be on the best 
terms, and no one could see any harm from it. Mr. Justice Kekewich had 
referred to the law school which had been proposed. He had told them that 
he was a member of Lincoln’s-inn. He (Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane) was 
equally proud of his position as a bencher of the Inner Temple, and it was 
said that the Inner Temple had put the spoke in the wheel. He assured 
them that that was a misrepresentation. It was quite true that the 
scheme that was put before the benchers of the Inner Temple did not 
commend itself in the shape it was put before them, On the first 
occasion on which it came before them they sent it back with a request 
for fresh information on various heads. It came back to them in the same 
shape exactly without any information, and the only reason why the benchers 
sent it back again was because they thought that they were ill-treated and 
ht to receive the information they asked for. And the most important piece 
of information they had asked for, he thought his hearers would say, was vital 
to the whole scheme, and the Inner Temple wonld not come upon the scheme 
without it. Their view was that the practice and conduct of the law should 
continue to remain one and indivisible, and it was essential to the scheme to 
be told that the suggested school should be within the neighbourhood of the 
Inns of Court and of the Law Society, and that it should not be sent down 
to some place far distant where the students who were to be taught the theory 
of the law would be unable to attend the Law Courts and hear the practice. 
The benchers said, ‘‘ Tell us where the school is to be, and if we understand 
it is to be where the practice of the law can be daily heard, we shall be with 
it’’; and he thought they might be gpa | certain that if the proper 
information was sent to the Inner Temple, and he thought he might say to 
Gray’s-inn, those two societies, by very large majorities, would cordially wel- 
come the scheme. It must not be understood that the Inner Temple was opposed 
to the scheme, it was only opposed to the crude unconsidered scheme which 
had been put before them. A man was not right to sit down and build a 
house before he knew the cost, and the Inner Temple only asked to see what 
it was to be before they said yes or no to that which was mere framework 
without substance and material, He rejoiced to think that, so far as the law 
societies of the country were concerned, they were working heartily and with 
all their might towards the furtherance of the law, both for education and 
for discipline. The discipline was a very awkward matter for them to deal 
with, ere was 4 great deal too much talk about certain people who had 
frone wrong. People only heard the bad things, they did not hear the good. 
hose present had heard some good things to-night, and it was the good 
which was not made public, but only the bad. He did not suppose there 
was a profession in the whole country which had not its black sheep, and he 
did not think the lawyers should be maligned because there was here and 
there a black sheep whose deeds came before them. He was quite sure the 
profession never stood higher than at present, and he rejoiced that in the law 
societies throughout the country there was a good and efficient body of men 
working for the welfare of the profession. He was glad to be able to couple 
with the toast the name of one of his oldest friends in the profession—he 
would call him as he knew him—Tom Rawle. He gave himself heart and 
soul to his work, be did it ungrudgingly, and with a most sympathetic mind. 
He would also couple with the toast the name of Mr. W. H. Norton, 
president of the Manchester Incorporated Law Association, who had come 
up all the way from Manchester to-day in order to be present. 

Mr. Tomas Rawzzx (President of the Law Society) returned thanks, He 
said it was the object both of the Law Society and of the provincial societies 
poe yom the young rising solicitor, to educate him as well as they could, 

after he was admitted it was their province and duty to protect his 
general interest as a member of the profession during the storm and stress 
of his professional life. province of the Benevolent Association 
to take care of him in the days when misfortune might overtake him, and 
when he had “‘ passed the bar” it was for them to take care of those he 
left behind him. Mr. Justice Kekewich had referred to the good —< 
existed between the two branches of the great profession to whic 
all belonged, and he quite thought with him that the line of least 
by which they could be brought into, he did not say close intimacy, 
bat into closer connection with the bar was the line of education. And it 
was in reference to that that they solicitors regretted very much that 
the scheme of the school of law had for the moment fallen through. He was 
delighted to hear from Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane that it was only a 
ag ome ps er that so soon as the benchers of the Inner 
Temple been furnished with the information for which they asked the 
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roject might again be revived. He thought it was of great importanog 
thet peter cotta int the two branches of the profession should have the 
same education in the principles of law, the practice would follow after. 
wards, because there did come, he agreed, a point of divergence at which 
the advocate must take another road to that which was taken by the solicitor, 
He entirely agreed that it was not in the interest, at all events of the 
solicitor branch, that there should be amalgamation. The duties of the two 
branches were perfectly distinct. The duties of the solicitor were to see the 
clients, to get up the facts, and he had often been surprised to find that 
barristers, who had not had the experience the learned judges present had, 
had had the notion that every solicitor bad, pigeon-holed away, a ready. 
made brief with every fact, with every point, the whole of law, and every. 
thing all ready cutand dried. He had not the slighest idea of the trouble, the 
experience, the skill necessary in order to prepare that brief. He (Mr. Rawle) 
agreed that when that brief had been prepared it was better that there 
should be rkilled advocates to represent the clients in court, not only for the 
reason that Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane had suggested, that the solicitors 
were afraid of an action for negligence, but in going to a barrister for 
advice the clients were sure to get his unfettered judgment free from all 
those hesitations and doubts that did surround the solicitor in giving 
advice, because sometimes if they acted on his advice there was a 
possibility that something might go wrong, when undoubtedly the 
solicitor might be held liable for a mistake either in judgment or in 
law. Bat when the client went to a barrister the barrister was free, 
and he got an unbiassed judgment unfettered by any fear, and that was a 
great advantage. The only other point was that the Law Society was a 
great foundation and, he was glad to know, a great support to the excellent 
association they were met to help. He ventured to say that if there had 
been no Law Society there would never have been a Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Association ; at all events, it would not have attained the importance and 
have been able to discharge the duties which it now did. He considered it 
was the duty of every solicitor, the moment he was admitted, to become a 
member of the Law Society; next to that it was his duty to become a 
member of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 

Mr. W. H. Norton (president of the Manchester Incorporated Law 
Asscciation) returned thanks for the Provincial Law Societies. He observed 
that a number of grants had been made from the funds of the Solicitors’ 
Benevolent Association to non-members, and that the amount so given was 
far in excess of that given to members and their families. In the last year 
something like two-thirds of the grants had been made to non-members and 
their families. The fact, too, of so many grants being made to families, and 
not to individuals, shewed that the association was charitable in the broadest 
sense and broad in its philanthropy. He regretted the want of proportion 
between the number of members of the profession and the number of 
members of the association, He thought it rested with the members to alter 
this, and very largely with the members in the provinces, because the 
provinces were a little lax and behindhand. He believed they could very 
easily double, if not treble, the membership. He personally had called on 
some twenty solicitors in Manchester, of whom fourteen became new 
members with very little trouble, and he had got no refusals. In one or 
two cases he had been anticipated, and in others it was under consideration, 
A personal canvass was worth all the circulars in the world. He believed 
that any one could, with very little trouble, bring the matter to the 
attention of some solicitor, and he was certain the greatest possible success 
would attend his efforts. 

Mr. Henry A. Psaxz (chairman of the board of directors) proposed the 
health of ‘‘ The Chairman.” 

The Cuarmman, in returning thanks, expressed his pleasure that there was 
a prospect, by personal canvass in the provinces, that further annual 
subscriptions would be secured. He could not conceive but that if the objects 
of the society were sufficiently made known within the limite of England and 
Wales there must be a large addition to the one-fourth members of the 
profession who were subscribers to the funds at the present time. Annual 
subscriptions were the backbone of the institution. He did implore the 
management to consider whether it was not wise to accumulate and keep 
intact the invested funds, and to rely upon the exertions of those who were 
around them, particularly in the provinces, to provide the annual income. 
The association must be in a position of certainty to help when necessitous 
cases came before it, and they would never be able to do that if they followed 
the advice of Sir Henry James and lived in a state of debt and uncertainty. 
He assumed that to be a doctrine which was exploded. 

A selection of music was , pe during dessert, under the direction of 
Mr. Thomas Lawler, by Miss Lenora Sparkes, Miss May Finch, Mr. Henry 
Beawmont, and Mr. Thomas Lawler ; accompanist, Miss Blanche Walker. 





Justices’ Clerks’ Society, 


The annual general meeting of this society was held on Friday, the 
23rd ult. Mr. Evcar O. Sanpers (the president) took the chair. 

In moving the adoption of the report, the Present said that at the time 
of the last annual meeting the council were actively engaged with negotia- 
tions concerning the Licensing Bill, which was ther? before the House of 
Commons, and to a certain extent they had been successful in their 
endeavours to secure amendments to the Bill. Both in the Bill and after- 
wards in the rules the council endeavoured to secure provision for 
adequately remunerating clerks to justices for the extra work cast upon 
them. They had been able to obtain interviews with the officers at the 
Home Office who had the framing of the rules; and those of them 
who had to carry out work under the rules as ultimately framed 
would, he thought, find them to be workable. In Liverpool they 
had been found to be so. The Act as it originally stood 
without the rules would have been difficult to administer. A large 





amount of administrative work would have to be done if the Act were to 
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be of real benefit, and difficulties had still to be met with regard to the 
yment of clerks. If the Act was to be of lasting benefit to the country 
e costs both of the justices and of their clerks must be met in a liberal 
way. The Act could not be administered properly unless preliminary 
investigations were made, and this would mean the expenditure of a vast 
amount of time and money. He believed that throughout the country 
ly justices were anxious to give the Act a fair trial; but its 
ultimate success would to a large extent be dependent upon the technical 
work which the clerks had to do. 

Mr. E. Waveu seconded the montion, which was adopted. 

Mr. E. W. Beal, clerk to the justices of the Tower Division of the 
county of London, and clerk of quarter sessions in assessment —— 
was unanimously elected president for the ensuing year, and Mr. E. O. 
Sanders was appointed vice-president, and thanked for his services during 
the past year. The members of the committee were afterwards appointed. 








The Continued Increase of 


Officialism. 


As a result of the discussion which followed the reading, at the Law 
Society’s provincial meeting at Portsmouth, in October, of ers on Land 
Transfer by Mr. H. E. Gribble, Mr. J. S. Rubinstein, and Mr. H. Dixon 
Kimber, the following resolution was, on the motion of Mr. William 
Godden, seconded by Mr. H. E. Fraser (Nottingham), carried unanimously : 
“That the Council be requested to institute renewed inquiries into the 
development in recent years of the extension of official departments in the 
compulsory administration of private affairs at the cost of the party 
concerned.”’ 

The resolution was referred to a committee of the Council, and the 
following memorandum as to the continued increase of officialism has just 
been issued by the Council : 

In the last decade the cost of civil administration had increased from 
nineteen millions to twenty-five millions annually, and in the current 
decade it must still be growing seriously. The increase is mostly due to 
the great public departments of the State, but no small part arises in 
connection with the extension of officialism in the administration of private 


Experience, extending over some years, shews that the public do not 
welcome official interference, especially when compulsory. They much 
prefer to manage their own affairs in their own way. Thus 
in the case of the Bankruptcy Department of the Board of 
Trade five-sixths in number of the bankrupt estates are withdrawn 
from the control of the officials by the creditors as soon as they are 
permitted to act freely, and almost as many estates are administered under 
private deeds of arrangement as those wound up in bankruptcy, the main 
object of creditors in assenting to such deeds being that the estates should 
be kept out of the hands of the official receivers, The cost of winding-up 
by officials is nearly double that by trustees under deeds of arrrangement 
(82°40 per cent. of gross assets, as against 18°49 per cent. under private 

of arrangement). Gross realizations under deeds of arrangement 
have been 71°5 per cent. of assets, while cases wound up by official 
receivers yield only 35 per cent. The official system re great 
obstacles in the way of creditors i out a compromise or a 
composition, Compositions (often the best solution for all ies) have 
almost disappered in bankruptcy cases, having fallen 6 the inappreciable 
figure of 0°4 per cent. of the total number of receiving orders. Yet eve 
bankrupt estate under the existing official system must pass throug 
the hands of the official receivers, over whom the creditors have no 
control, and who are the servants of the Board of Trade and not the officers 
of any court. Under this system a network of officials is spread over the 
whole country. They now number upwards of 330 in all, of whom 211 
arein London. Their selection and appointment are by private patronage, 
not subject to the safeguards provided by the Orders in Council under 
which the Civil Service Commissioners and the Indian Civil Service Com- 
missioners act. The salaries are primarily payable out of fees taken from 
creditors (an instance of what Herbert Spencer calls ‘‘an incoherent 
public ’’), the taxpayers have no representation, and no voice in the selection 
the officials, and their appointments cannot be criticized in the House of 
Commons, The total annual cost of the Bankruptcy Department is about 
£160,000, including the salaries of the official receivers in the country. More 
five-sixths of this sum is in respect of salaries and pensions. The 
cost to the State of the department is over £48,000 per annum, after giving 
credit for payment of stamps and fees, according to the last returns; but 
£18,658 of this cost is set against dividends on balances pending distribu- 
tion, which dividends ought to be credited to the different estates instead 
of being applied to the support of the department. 

It will be observed that one result of officialism is to centralize funds 
Pending distribution in the Bank of England, instead of their being 
distributed among the banks throughout the country. 

A great saving to the State might be effected in the Bankruptcy Depart- 
ment if the compulsory interference of the officials in the administration of 
assets were abolished. Their attention might then with great advantage be 
concentrated on the disciplinary and inspectorship duties, which properly 
belong to the State. Other advantages would be that the drastic regula- 
tions which the official system in competition with private enterprize has 
entailed might be relaxed, and creditors would be free to settle with and 
Telease oor Age pr ae think right. Moreover, the increase in the 
great number of undisc bankrupts scattered 

— “og arged p throughout the country 
© Companies Winding-up Department of the Board of Trade is 





another instance of unsuccessful officialism. By the Act of 1890 whenever 
a limited company is ordered to be wound up an official takes possession 
of the whole of the assets, including book debts and calls, and the creditors 
and contributories can only after considerable delay and much official 
restriction exercise any control over the administration. When they do 
so it is only the small cases which are left in the hands of the officials. 
It appears from the last report that the cost of official liquidation is from 
fifty to one hundred per cent. more than in voluntary liquidations by 
unofficial trustees. The report also shews no more than 
five per cent. of the total number of liquidations come under 
se praca winding-up orders; and of that five per cent one- 
third are taken out of the hands of the official receivers as soon as 
the creditors’ voices can be heard. Out of eighty compulsory orders in 
the year ending the 31st of March, 1903, only fifty-four, and these the 
smaller cases, were left in the official receivers’ hands for realization, a 
smaller number than in any year since 1890. The receipts of the depart- 
ment from fees and commissions during the year ending the 31st of March, 
1904, were £24,591, and fell short by £2,500 of the expenses, chiefl 
composed of salaries of officials whose number might be largely reduced 
they were relieved of administrative duties in relation to the assets. Half 
the receipts arise from income of balance, raged distributions in 
liquidations (voluntary as well as compulsory) w income ought to be 
credited to each particular estate from which it proceeds. The revenue 
during the year decreased by £5,492, while the expenditure only decreased 
by £554, shewing the impossibility of reducing official establishment, when 
their work dwindles. Ina letter of the 23rd of Jan , 1893, Sir John 
Hibbert, then Financial Secre’ to the Treasury, pointed out that the cost 
of the establishment had been fixed in 1890 at less than £5,000 a year, and had 
then grown to £15,000. It is now £27,000, although the compulsory 
winding-up orders are only two-thirds in number of the orders in 1893. 
Sir John Hibbert in that letter stated that to go beyond the protection of 
estates and the punishment of misconduct was to undertake duties which 
traders should perform for themselves, and that it was outside the pe 
functions of the State to enter into competition with persons who find in 
such business their legitimate occupation. 

The Land istry is another case of failure on the part of a costl 
officialism after long trial. Started in 1862 for registration of title to 
it failed utterly as a voluntary system. Not one person in 20,000 adop 
it of his own accord, and the annual new registrations of title averaged no 
more than eighteen. The reason is that the very numerous variations in 
the requirements of the public in its dealings with pro cannot be met 
by any system of official routine. The conditions, physical and social, the 
restrictions and covenents, plans and boundaries, rights of way and light, 
and other incidents, and family settlements and arrangements, loans and 
mortgages, are complex and infinitely varied, and never can be made to 
adapt themselves to official forms and rules. In small cases under £500, 
which comprise at least half of the probable 300,000 annual transactions in 
land, registration is of no advantage, and in the more important cases a 
series of deeds outside the register mes necessary, and is recognized as 
legal, while it causes a heavy cost to the landowner. 

Landowners prefer to keep their own deeds, and under the reforms 
introduced in 1882 and the shorter documents then introduced they get 
their business done now at very moderate fixed charges with the least 
possible trouble and delay. e result is that landowners did not 
voluntarily register. Then arose among officials a cry for compul- 
sion, based on the assumption that landowners were not alive to the 
advantages of the system. For many years Bills were brought in 
every year on this footing but failed to pass. Lord Cairns had 
questioned how far it would be right to make the adoption of the system 
compulsory. Other great authorities were strongly opposed to any such 
thing. Still it was pressed, and in 1897 it was proposed that compulsion 
should be tried for three years, in a limited area, by way of experiment. 
Parliament sanctioned the experiment without debate. Acoordingly com- 
pulsion has been tried, not for three, but for seven years on a very large 
scale. About 100,000 persons have been compelled to register properties 
of the estimated total value of about 100 millions sterling. The result has 
been a conspicuous failure. There is practically no increase in voluntary 
registrations of absolute title. The working of compulsory registration is 
almost universally disapproved by the great land and building societies, 
the aa borough councils, and bankers, merchants, and traders 
generally. 

Compulsory land registration does not fulfil the condition on which 
the Royal Commission of 1868 and the Parliamentary Select Committee of 
1878 were agreed, viz., that “for an institution to flourish in a free 
country it must offer to people the thing that they want.” But it 
illustrates Herbert nyeane s remark that “‘a comparatively small body 
of officials, coherent, having common interests, and —. under central 
authority has an immense advan‘ over an incoherent public, which has 
podeaeiom Sgt mes og be brought to act unitedly only under strong 
provocation. Hence an organiza’ of officials, once passing a certain 
stage of growth becomes less and less resistible, as we see in the 
bureaucracies of the B aggre -gih 2 : 

Then as regards the costly character an wing 
fruitless instance of officialism. From tirst to last the Land Registry has 
cost the State more than £100,000, in addition to about £70,000 to £100,000 
revenues under the Land Act and Micdlesex Registry, which the 
department was allowed to divert from the Central Office and from the 
rai ers of Middlesex. There must also be added the fees exacted 
from the landowners who come on the register by compulsion now amount- 
ing to over £60,000 per annum. The official establishment ten years ago 
consisted of twenty-four persons, and the annual expenditure was about 
£7,000. The official expenditure at present is at the rate of ay d 
£60,000 per annum, and the number of the staff has risen to over 
Moreover the registry has been permitted to borrow for a new office in 
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Lincoln’s-inn-fields no less a sum than £265,000, charged by way of 
a fifty years’ sinking fund on the fees derived from landowners. The 
enormous outlay here referred to appears to have been made easy, probably 
because of the mortgage on the fees. 

Very large expense has also been incurred with the Ordnance Survey in 
the hopeless endeavour to keep the survey up to date for the use of the 
Registry. This is the cost for one experimental area and for possessory 
titles only. If the registration system under coercion were extended to the 
whole of England and Walesa very much greater outlay would be necessary. 
In that case buildings and staffs must be provided in every town of more 
than 5,000 population, while the cost of all conveyancing in country dis- 
tricts would be largely increased by the necessity of journeys to or the 
employment of agents in the register town for the purpose of searches and 
registry. he expense and patronage would therefore be enormous, 
possibly 1,000 to 2,000 officials, and the expenditure from £2,000,000 to 
£3,000,000 perannum. Moreover, as the department is expected to pay its 
own way, the entire expense is to fall on the landowners with a very 
especial burden on small landowners and traders not only in fees but in 
delay, trouble, and official routine. 

The Public Trustee Bill of this session proposes to establish a fresh 
officialism, voluntary at first, but with much danger of compulsion later on. 
There is no public demand for such an extension of officialism. Within 
the last ten years the subject was fully considered and much evidence 
taken by a Select Committee of the House of Commons. They reported 
that the manager of a trust ought not to be a person separated by official 
red tape from those with whose interests he has to deal, nor a person to 
be approached by formal proceedings either of an official or of 
a legal character, and that if all that could be offered to the 
public was an elaborate hierarchy of hardly accessible officials 
it would be as well to leave things as they were. The result 
was the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896, following the Scottish 
system, under which, instead of a permanent public official, a trustee 
responsible to and controlled by the court (called in Scotland a judicial 
factor) may be appointed on the application of any party interested in a 
trust. Nevertheless a Public Trustee Bill again reappeared year by year, 
brought in by a member who was on the Select Committee. The depart- 
ment, if established, is expected to pay its own way from fees to be fixed 
by the Treasury and the Lord Chancellor; and the appointment of the 
public trustee and of every person employed at a salary is to rest sole'y 
with the Lord Chancellor for the time being. There is at present no 
provision introducing the safeguards of the Orders in Council regulating 
the appointment of civil servants, under the Civil Service Commission. 
District public trustees throughout the country would be indispensable. 
At least as many as there are county court registrars, or about 500 
district trustees would be necessary, with buildings, staffs of clerks, and 
accountants, representing an enormous annual expenditure (not less than 
one million sterling), with corresponding patronage. The expense would 
fall compulsorily on the beneficiaries—often women and children with 
fixed and diminishing incomes. It would amount to taxation without 
representation and with no direct responsibility to the House of Commons 
or opportunity of public criticism on appointments or proceedings of 
officials. Such establishments cannot be abolished without heavy claims 
for pensions and compensation. 

The manner in which civil servants ought to be appointed in order to 
secure the greatest fitness and efficiency in the public service necessarily 
arises in connection with the subject of officialism. The departments 
which are expected to pay their own way, at the expense of the classes 
whose interests they are supposed to serve, have hitherto been outside the 
operations of the Civil Service Commissioners under the Order in Council 
of the 4th of June, 1870. But these establishments are growing so enor- 
mous and the patronage so great that they may well be considered in the 
light of the results of the careful and elaborate inquiries and reports which 
led up to that order, and a fresh Parliamentary inquiry might well be 
instituted as to the best means of securing suitable appointments, and 
possibly whether the great officers of State should not be relieved of the 
invidious and growing claims and importunities necessarily incident to 
extensive private patronage. Such an inquiry appears appropriate before 
inaugurating a fresh instance of an administrative officialism, the ultimate 
expansion of which it is impossible to foresee, 








In the Irish Probate Court administration with the will annexed has 
says the Daily Mail, been granted to Mrs. Mary Jane Grue. When Mrs. 
Grue’s father, a farmer, died no will could be found, though it was known 
that he had made one in 1586. When the document was eventually dis- 
covered, large portions had been eaten by mice. From a copy of the will 
and a Presbyterian clergyman’s evidence the defects were made good. 


In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, Sir H. Vincent asked the 
Attorney-General if he could inform the House how many cases of mis- 
iation of trust funds had been reported to the Lord Chancellor 

by the Incorporated Law Society in the fifteen years ended the 31st of 
May, 1905; and what sum of money was lost to the beneficiaries by the 
misfeaseance of the delinquents in question? The Attorney-General said: 
b Cases are not reported to the Lord Chancellor. I am informed by 

the officials of the Incorporated Law Society that during the fifteen years 
ended the 21st of May, i905, there were sixty-one such cases, and that the 
total amount of trust funds misappropriated was approximately £152,110. 
Sir H. Vincent: May I ask whether cases of solicitors being struck off the 
rolls are not reported to the Lord Chancellor? The Attorney-General 
said: If any solicitor is dealt with by the High Court on the a plication 
of the rated Law Society he is reported to the Lord Chancellor. 
During the last three years there have been fifty-six such cases. 
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Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Grorce Iuirr Stuey, B.A., solicitor, deputy clerk of the peace for 
Durham, has been elected Clerk of the Peace for Somerset and Clerk to the 
Couttty Council. 


Mr. Justice Farwetu has been appointed Chairman of the Royal Com. 
mission on the Butler Report. 


General. 


It is announced that Mr. Thomas Lopdell O’Shaughnessy, K.C., has 
been appointed Recorder of Dublin in the place of Sir Frederick R, 
Falkiner, K.C., resigned. 


A report was circulated on Thursday evening by a news agency that Mr, 
Justice Wills had resigned his office. We hope and believe that the report 
is without foundation, but the learned judge’s friends have been very 
anxious about the effect on him of the death of his son. 


A Texas lawyer was, says the Central Law Journal, defending a coloured 
kleptomaniac on the plea of insanity. He made an eloquent speech on the 
irresponsible condition of his client’s mind to the jury and took his seat, 
His idiot client reached over, touched his arm, and said emphatically: 
‘*You is biggest fool in dis town.’”’ The opposing attorney remarked: 
‘* There, I told you he had lucid intervals ! ’’ 


The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council resumed their sittings on 
Tuesday after the Whitsuntide Vacation. The list of appeals ready for 
hearing are, says the Times, twenty-four in number—viz., from Ontario, 
four ; Oudh, three; Canada, three; New South Wales, three; Bengal, 
two; and Kathiawar, Lower Burma, Madras, Bombay, New Zealand, 
Victoria, Quebec, China and Korea, and Jersey, one each. There is also 
a petition for the prolongation of a patent to be heard. Eleven judgments 
in cases argued before the vacation are set down for delivery. 


On the motion for the second reading of the Finance Bill, on Monday, 
Lord Avebury called attention to the enormous and growing expenditure 
of the country, both national and municipal. As chairman of the English 
Bankers, and president of the Associated Chambers of Commerce for the 
last four years, he had had exceptional opportunities of observing how 
these great burdens weighed upon and injured our trade and commerce, 
The Bill of course did not deal with rates, but it was obvious that the 
pressure of rates was aggravated by the increase in our taxation, and the 
burden of taxation by that of the rates. 


The City article of the Zimes of Thursday says that the feeling of an 
important body of City opinion is much opposed to the Public Trustee 
Bill. Resolutions urging that the Bill should be dropped have been 
adopted by the London Clearing Bankers, the Association of English 
Country Bankers, the Central Association of Bankers, and the London 
Chamber of Commerce. The last-named body, on the 8th of June, passed 
a resolution which gives expression to the feeling of all classes who object 
to the Bill: ‘‘That in the absence of any general demand for such a 
Bill, and having regard to the powers now possessed by several important 
companies to act as trustees of executors, it is not desirable to make any 
such important change in the law, which would concentrate patronage in 
the hands of a public official to the prejudice of bankers, insurance com- 
panies, and the professional classes generally in the City of London, and 
the committee recommend that this resolution be forwarded to those 
likely to be affected by the Bill.’’ 


In reply to the toast of ‘‘ The J iy, wl at the Mansion House banquet 
to the bench and bar, the Lord Chancellor said that the judges recog- 
nized the high traditions which they had inherited. There had always 
been independent judges, and such a class was absolutely necessary for 
the existence of civilization. It might be that they had no longer to kneel 
before the threatening words of a tyrant, but public opinion was an 
autocrat, and some judges might not be independent of that sort of 
tyranny. If the Government for the time being were in a difficulty, they 
had recourse at once to one of his Majesty’s judges. It was a great com- 
pliment to the judges, but he was not certain that it was a great aid to 
the efficiency of the performance of their own proper duties. He had no 
doubt that whenever they were asked they had done their duty, and done 
it well, but, at the same time, he rather deprecated the use of the judges 
and the taking of them away from their judicial duties. If this was to 
continue, in the first place, he should have to ask the Government to 
increase their number, and, in the next place, to increase their remunera- 
tion. 


During the interval in a concert held on behalf of the Metropolitan 
Discharged Prisoners’ Aid Society, held on Thursday in last week, the 
annual meeting was held, The Lord Chief Justice oceupied the chair, and 
said that in London some thousands of prisoners had to be dealt with 
every year, and a large number of them were not habitual criminals, but 
first offenders who, from temptation and other causes, had drifted into 
prison. The society gave aid, as faras its means allowed, to such persons, 
and a considerable proportion of them were, by the action of the society's 
agents, reclaimed from evil ways. There was nothing more heartrending 
in many ways than the effect upon the home of a man charged with com- 
mitting an offence. An extremely important branch of the work of the 
society was the belping of prisoners’ wives and families during the time 
that the offender was in prison. For the proper carrying on of this work 
the society required both financial and personal assistance. It particularly 
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required the help of ladies to visit the homes of prisoners. The total 
rome for the past year was £926, and they needed double that sum. 
They assisted 1,990 cases, so that the average amount spent upon each case 
was 10s. 

Sticklers for old forms and ceremonies will have noted with a shock, says 
the Evening Standard, that Mr. Justice Lawrence, who is now going on 
circuit, had no one to meet him when he arrived by train at Northampton, 
and that he walked, quite unrecognized by the people, up the main street 
to his lodgings. Time was—and not so long ago—when a judge’s pro- 
gress from assize town to assize town was marked by elaborate ceremony. 
frumpeters and javelin men, all in quaint costume, accompanied the 
high sheriff who set out to meet his lordship, and escort him to his 
lodgings ; and the gentry of the county added to the dignity of the pro- 
cession. The carriage in which the judge rode was almost as ornate as 
the Lord Mayor’s, and was used only on these high occasions. It cost 
something in those days to be high sheriff, it was a point of honour to 
“do the thing well.’? In some parts of the country there used to be— 
and may be now—associations composed of gentlemen upon whom the 
dignity was likely to fall. Each paid a large subscription ; and when his 
turn for office came round the association bore the expenses to which 
he was put. 

Addressing the Yale Law School, Mr. Taft, Secretary for War, created a 

sensation, says the New York correspondent of the Daily Telegraph, by the 
vigorous way in which he lashed the administration of the criminal law in 
America. He shewed that murder and all crimes coming under the 
designation of felony are increasing, and expressed his belief that they will 
continue to increase ‘‘so long as the administration of the criminal law 
remains a disgrace to our civilization.’? Since 1885, he said, 131,951 
murders had been committed in America, and there had been only 
9,286 executions. As remedies Mr. Taft suggested that the 
administration of the criminal law in America should be more 
closely modelled on English practice, which permitted judges to 
control the trial, leaving the decision only to the jury. Mr. Taft 
blamed the American jury system as the root of the trouble, remarking 
that the institution of trial by jury in this country had come to be regarded 
asa fetish to such an extent that the State Legislatures have exalted the 
power of the jury and diminished the power of the court in the hearing of 
criminal cases. The function of the judge is limited to that of moderator 
ina religious assembly. The law throws the reins on the back of the jury, 
and a verdict becomes rather the vote of a town meeting than a sharp, 
aaa decision of a tribunal of justice. By dramatic art and constant 


vam on unimportant details counsel are able to create a false 
ere which fhe judge is powerless to dispel, and under the hypnotic 
influence of which counsel lead jurors to vote for ridiculous verdicts. 








Fixep Incomes.—Houses and Residential Flats can now be Furnished 
on a new System of Deferred Payments especially adapted for those with 
fixed incomes who do not wish to disturb investments. Selection from the 
largest stock in the World. Everything legibly marked in plain figures. 
Maple & Co. (Limited), Tottenham Court-road, London, W.—[Apvr. ] 








Court Papers. 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or ReGistrRars In ATTENDANCE ON 
Emercescy Appeat Court Mr. Justice 
Rora. No. 2. KEKEWICH. 

P cenievetenss 3 Mr. Godfrey Mr. Carrington Mr. Jackson 
R. Leach Beal Pemberton 
Beal Carrington Jackson 
Carrington Beal Pemberton Greswell 
Pemberton Carrington Jackson Church 
Jackson Beal Pemberton Greswell 

Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 

Buckuey. Joycr. Swinres Eapy. Wakraineror. 

3 Mr. R. Leach Mr. Theed Mr. Farmer 

Godfrey W. Leach Ki 
Theed 


R. Leach 

Godfrey W. Leach 
Theed 
W. Leach 


Mr. Justice 
Farwe.u. 
Mr. Church 

Greswell 
urch 


Farmer 
King Greswell 
Farmer Church 
R. Leach i W. Leach 
Godfrey Theed 





Farmer 








The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 


July 4.—Messrs. Daviv Burnerr & Co, at the Mart, at 2, in Ten Lots: Freehold Ground- 
rents amounting to £313 16s. per annum. Bolicitors, Messrs. Francis, Howse, & Eve, 
London. (See advertisement, this week, » back page.) 

July 4.—Messra. Desexnam, Tewson, Fanmen, & parWATER, at the Mart, at 2:—The 
Brokes, Reigate, Surrey (about ten minutes’ walk from Reigate Station): A Freehold 
Property, occupying a charming pee on Reigate-hill; it comprises a first-rate 
family mansion, placed in a well-sheltered poles upwards of above sea level, 
and commanding magnificent views. Solicitor, E. H,. Galsworthy, Esq., London. (Bee 
advertisement, June 17, p. vi.) 

July 4.—Messrs. Wauron & Lux, at the Mart, at 2:—No, 46, Portman-square, W.: An 
important Town Munsion, recently modernised at great cost, » Cooupying ® prominent 
position, and ing suites of very handsome nee, suitable for ente 
taining on a large scale. Solicitors, Messrs, Fowler & London,— Kensington 
Gardens: An attractive investment of a sound and safe RE in choice residential 
property, in a high! oapionane locality ; producing a clear protit rental of £177 10s. 
per annum. Solicitor, EB. Klvy Robb, Kg. ., London, (See advertisement, June 24, 


at 2, in Five Lots :—Wilts 

) : yd, Free- 
Estate, situate amidst bea ul and 
occupying # otal area of 
advertise- 


July a: Danret Surru, Son, & Damar. o> the 
(one from Lavington Station —— ly six miles 

hold ig known as the West La 

varied scenery in a historic and favourite residential district, 

about 2,570 oe rm — a total rental value of £2,540 per annum. (See 

ment, June 3. pot ee 

July 6.—iessrs, Hi. E. ek & CRanriELp, at the Mart, at 2:— 


NS : 
To yo of £15,924 2s. 9d. India Three per Cent. Stock, lady aged 58. 
Solicitors, Messrs. Lydall & Sons, London. 
To One-twentieth of a Trust Fund, value £16, x receivable ia certain proportions 
on the Fund ral of six lives. Bolicitor, J.E . Churehill, Esq., London, 
To a Trust F’ value £840, lady aged 53. So! Solicitor, J. Esq., hey 
To a Share of a Trust Fund, consisting of £5,178 i4s. 8d. India Three per 
Stock, receivable in certain proportions on decease of two ladies aged 73 erent: 7 
Solicitors, Messrs. Sprott & «Bons Crowborough. 
To Eight-twenty-ninths of a Trust Fund, value £14,546, lady aged 56. Solicitors, 


essrs. Lawrence, Graham, & Co., London. 
To ag eh of oF Trust Fund on mortgage, ¥ ag £34,000, lady aged 64. Solicitors, 


POLICIES fo = at 500. 00” 23.500" See eae 500, £1,000, £900, 
or a % 4 500, £2, £350, 
Solie 0, £2500” 2.00, 6,80, "£1,000, 000, 504, 680, £80 
Messrs n Hiand, Ne a & Butt, all of London ; and Messrs. Hallett, Creery, 
, Ashford 
SHARES io Bpalding & "Hote | pag = ae 5 per cent. Preference Shares. 
Solicitors, Messrs. L; & Bons, Lo: 

(See advertisements, this , back page.) 

July 6.—Messrs. Doveras Youxe & Co., ina eume on the Estate, at 2.30 :—Land Bale: 
Seven Kings, Ilford, within six minutes of Seven Kings Station, adjoining Newbury 

Park Station, and close to electric tram route ; free conveyances ; payments by instal- 

—_, — Messrs. Harrison & Robinson, London. (See Vertisement, this 

week, back page. 

July 6. —Messrs. Stimson & Sows, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and Leasehold Ground-rents. 

"solicitor, T. Blanco White, Esq., (See advertsement, this week, back page.) 

July 7.—Messrs. Humpert & Firnt, at ™S Mart, at 2:—Northam: , The Giapton 

Estate: A sound Freehold Landed Investment and excellent rty, 

situate in the parishes of ae, Molesworth, Thorpe, Achurch, and _ brioton, four 

miles from the market town of Lene ge Br two miles from Thorpe ion, on the 

Northampton and Peterborough branch of the London and North-Western Railway, 

and 12 mules from Kettering and Huntingdon, it com: an area of 1,967 acres; the 

Farms known as Brook Lodge, Chow’s Nest, Long gy ‘and the Home 

Farm are let at rents ng gk to oe 465 annum. tors, Messrs. Emmet & 

Co., and Messrs. Rooper & a a The Orton Estate : 

fine Freehold Residential, Shoring, ad San Manorial ae Sa of 5,000 acres, situate in ne 

parishes of Orton Longueville, C. Haddon, and Orton Waterville, two miles 

from the ~ of apr ame aky 4. main si line of the G.N. penned my an impotent 

junction of three other princi Ways, @ direct access to the manufacturing 

centres of the North, and an hour and a half my ty London, prod’ 

of £6,133 per annum. Solicitors, Dan; 


tisement June 3, p. 1x.) 
Result of Sale. 


Messrs. C. C. & T. Moore sold at the Mart, on Thursday, 29th June, Freehold and 
Leasehold Investments and a Shop in the main road at Mile for £1,010, and also sold 
several Houses in Bow, Hackney, and Forest Gate, and a Beerhouse at Stratford fora total 


of £5,200. 





Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Fuipay, June 23. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luurep 1x CHANCERY. 


Art Postication Co, Luurrsep—Creditors are ay =~ on ~ before A 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their r claims, to 
Vernon, 16, Gt Winchester st 

Carry McCuetian & Co, Lumrep—Creditors are required, on or before dy 24, to send 
their names and dresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Robert Martin 
eae, SP, West George st, Glasgow Dixon & oot He solors for 

iquidator 

Copper Veyture Sywxpicate, Loursp—Creditors are required, on or before July M, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 
Seymour Salaman, 1, Oxford ct, Cannon st 

Epwakrp HItv’s Patest Courtine, Braxe anp Wacon Sarery ony ges Co, Lomrsep 
—Creditors are required, on or before J oe, 5) one, Gate eamae one dresses, and 
the particulars of their debts or a—.S to Thomas Frederick Wild, Broad st avenue 

— - Hastie, Liurrep —Credi d, on or Ba "aug 5, to send their 

and addresses, and the jculars of their debts or claims, to Horace Cawood, 63, 
Eyre st, Sheffield Bowman & Cage uidator 

Hoy se Brotuers & Co, Liwrrgp—Petn for by x % June 8, directed to 

poet at bag Bae wohng 7 fond , Hialttax, on Riso 10.30 jabs ce 
alifax, for Ru ‘0 iverpool, ors for must re 
the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the been | of J ss 

te = wintne SD poe oe June .m, to be heard on 

ya eapside, so ‘or petner of appearing must reach the 
above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of July 3 

Rorary Merer Syxpicare, Lautep—OCreditors are pes & or before July 31, to send 
their names and , and the of their debts or claims, to Squire Edward 
Worsley, 1, Mawson chbrs, & 
liquidator 

Sou +H Coat Co, Luutrxp—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to send their names 
+) n= a aaiaacsaaieas their debts or claims, to Fred Woolley, 8, High st, 

utham:’ 

Srou es B pene paying, tom | ae S Co, Luurrsp—Petn for windi UP P ted 

y 31 to eard at Court House, Hagle a, Geatalign, uly 6, at 
10 o'clock Cochrane, for Notice yh > 


Birmingham, solor 
the abuve-aaned ot ter than @ lack inthe afternoon of J jay 
a pueneanes » ny = rome hye : - - une 8, directed to be 
eard on July 4 solor or petner otice of appearing must reach 

the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon 
London Gazette. —Turspay, June 27, 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liurrep tx Cuancsry. 
Some stwita Iuprovemsnt Co, Liwrrsp—Petn for windi 
July 11. Bowman, College hill, Cannon st, for . solor 
fr . Notice of appearing must reach the entenual eb than 6 o’chook 


e afternoon cf July 10 

Ganee, Luurep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 11, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their or claims, to Altred Good, 56, Coleman st. 
Tennant & Co, Philpot In, solors for eo 

‘Wysenaee, Baanan Co, oe Toor Moores ee By June 38, directed to be 

— uly 1 € a or petners, appearing 
bn FPS Aaa wt slo i prenrn Note 

w.. , a temg Lourep (in Lagu Ciparios) Creditor are Jy ey or before Aug 9, to 
send their names and addresses, and partioulars of debts or claims, to 

Wingtield, 64, Cannon st. Wingtield & Blew, Cheapside, selors for liquidator 


to send their 
erick Charlies 











up, ented June 23, directed 
.€ 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, May 26. 


Bayers, Tuomas Epwanrp, Roker, nr Sunderland, Solicitor June 24 Brsers vy Bryers, 
Swinfen Eady, J Ritson, Sunderland 

Yates, Witt1am CLarx, Caton Green, Lancaster, Brewer June 26 Yates v Wyatt, 
Warrington, J Lycett, Manchester 

London Gazettz.—Fripay, June 2. 

Hoy, Mary, Camberwell House Lunatic Asylum, Camberwell June 30 Attorney-General 
v Treasury Solicitor, Farwell and Swinfen Eady, JJ Solicitor to the Treasury, Law 
Courts Branch, 276, Royal Courts of Justice, Strand 

ata Henry, Bolton, Estate Agent July 3 Johnson v Pevie, Registrar, Manchester 

yton, ester 

Srraxcr, Neviit, Eastbourne July 3 Tinling v Strange, Farwell, J Hillman, 
Eastbourne 


Tuomas, Wittiam Grorce, Mansfield rd, Gospel Oak, Pianoforte Manufacturer July 7 
‘homas y Thomas, Buckley, J Bartrum, Old Jewry chmbrs 
London Gazette.—Tursvay, June 6, 
Ports, Joux, Wallsend on Tyne, Northumberland July 4 Clunie vy Potts, Warrington, J 
Young, South shields 
Gazette.—Tvurspay, June 13. 
Gaauam, Jopn Josern, Disley, Chester July 13 Scott vy Graham, Registrar, Manchester 


ester 
Hoiuss, Cuanies, Lytham, Lancaster, Potato Falesman July 11 Holmes v Holmes, 
Registrar, Manchester Bates, Manchester 


London Gazette.—Fripay, June 16. 
Hinpiey, Marrna, Birkdale, Lancs July 17 Hill vy Hindley, Registrar, Liverpool 


Jones, Southport 
London Gazette —Turspay, June 27. 


Westiey, Josrru, Blisworth, Northampton July 27 Garner y Campion, Warrington, J 
Shoosmith, Northampton . ie iiieshic ns tie 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, June 13 


Asmovr, Joun, Holywell, Flint July5 W R & P 8 Minor, Manchester 

Bar.ow, Ovpuam Taomas, Bathampton, Bath July 10 Sladen & Wing, Delahay st, 
Weetminster 

Bagrick, Tuomas, Middleton in Teesdale, Durham, &choolmaster July 12 Martinson, 


Basyerr, Bexsamin, Bilbury Farm, Richards Castle, falop, Farmer June 30 Levick, 


Bepuixotox, Mary, Tylingdales, Yorks July 81 Woodwark & White, Whitby 

Baitraix, Evizapeta Cuantorrs, Elstree, Herts July 10 Brittain, Bedford row 

Buttock, Thomas, Handsworth, Manufacturer July 31 Pinsent & Co, Birmingham 

Co..ixes, Evizapetu, Reading July 17 Martin & Martin, Reading 

Cover.tey, Hannan, Scarborough July 1 Watts & Co, Scarborough 

Day, Jamzs, Padworth, Berks, ¥arm Steward July1 Brooks, Lawrence ln, Cheapside 

Friercuen, Grorce, Scarborough July 29 Turnbull & Son, Scarborough 

Gass, Janet, Morecambe June 29 Fawcett & Unsworth, Morecambe 

Geauan, Jouy, North Side,Clapham Common July 24 Loxley & Co, Cheapside 

Hat., Georor Hatt, Carmalt gdns, Putney July9 Walters & Co, New sq, Lincoln’ inn 

Hawt, Arruvr Haut, Carmalt gdns, Puiney July9 Walters & Co, Newsq, Lincoln’sinn 

Hawxss, Mary Ayy, Liverpool Aug9 Hart-Dyke, Duchy of Lancaster Office 

| neem rag 2 Dover P.. uly 1 ue & Kirby, Winchester 

ERBERT, Sir BERT GrorGE yspuam, Gt Chesterford, Eesex, G uly 1 

Sens & Co, Lincoln's inn fields , oo © 

a, | ILLIAM Henry, Moor, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler July 10 Fernell, 


Hopson, Lixpsry, Elgin cres, Notting Hill July 21 Eland & Co, Traful 
Looxer, Ricuanp Bu-tisesiey, pao te Sussex July 10 Griffith & Co, Brighton 
Newsery, Heyey, Bristol, Fruiterer July 30 Lawrence & Co, Bristol 
Otper, Witi14m Fraxcis, Eddington, Herne Bay July 31 Harris, Tonbridge 
| ancy fone, —_ ay “i 4 = bay og = & Co, Southport 

, HerBert, Bayer st, en wy 15 Forbes & Son, London st, F s 
Ravis, Euiza, Redland, Bristol. July 13° Hudson & Co, Bristol ei aioli 
KEyNoLps, CATHARINE, Margate July 8 Hills & Shea, Margate 
Ron.eperer, Sanan, West Kirby, Cheshire Aug 1 Woolcott & Co, West Kirby, Cheshire 
ENKLLING, Joszru Ripiey, Hyson Green, Nottingham July 17 Huntsman, Nottingham 
Sovureg, mar Leytonstone, Essex July 13 Bridgman & Willcocks, College hill, 


Tay1os, Exiza Joasxa, Birmingham July 10 Frost, Birmingham 

Tayioa, Tuomas, Pedmore, Stourbridge July 31 Pinsent & Co, Birmingham 

Tremayse, Jouy, Gateshead, Ironmoulder July 22 Dixon, Gateshead 

wre ‘ten Washington, Durham, Wine Dealer July 15 F& E Emly, Newcastle 
London Gazette.—Faipay, June 16, 

Bepuixetox, Mary, Fylingdales, Yorks July 31 Woodwark & White, Whitby 

Brauer, Jozi, Penryn, Cornwall, Bank Manager July 23 Jenkins, Penryn, Cornwall 

Castigy, Janz Anve, Shap, Westmorland July 12 Arnison & Co, Peorith 

Davies, Many Axx, Batuum gins, West Kensington park July 14 Prestons, Stratford 

Fostex, vow Cuxtivrs, Pinehurst, Cambridge, Bankers Sept 30 Ginn & Matthew, 


Fostex, Joux, takewell, Derby July 17 ¥F & H Taylor, Bakewell 
vee, ~~ mmmammmaa Burgess Hill, Brighton July 31 Hudson & Co, Queen 


Faaxcis, Wit.14m, St Thomas, Exeter Augi3 Pring, Exeter 
ee See Capea, Woodford, ) July 17 Hughes & Sons, Bedford st, 


ent gar 
Gossz.iy, Bir Mantiw Le Marcuant Havstey, Blakesware, Ware, Herts, K CMG, 
KC VO0O,CB July31 Meynell & Pemberton, Old Queen st, Btorey’s gate, West- 


Hvrsox, Joux, St Leonards, Hastings July 17 Cushman, Brighton 
ae ~~ rrd, bow, Papier Mache Manufacturer July 20 Prestcns, 


‘or 
Kexxevy, Rev Hexry Mortimer, Pl Wall Vi land 
— o _ umpton Vicarage, Cumber! July 17 
Leagmas, a Boscombe Park, Bourn'mouth June 30 D’Angibau & Malim, 


Leanuan, Jaxx, Boscombe Park, Bournemouth June30 D’Angibau & Malim, Boscombe 
Ler, Jane Exvzanon, Ryhope Grange, nr Sunderland July 15 tee & Co, Suncerland 
Matruews, Aoxes, Kast Viymouth July 31 Ginn & Porter, Plymouth 
Moos, Jaugs, Accra, West Const of Africa July6 Butcher & sone, Wood st, Cheapside 
1ooLsos, Matcoum Hasexiis, Park st Sept 30 Merriman, Mitre ct, Temple 

Norns, Sanan Laup, Eleham rd, Kensin July 13 Child & Child, Sloane st 
— — pen by J = bond het = wk ae, Rugby 

,» Many, me oria 20 Siaden & Win lahay st estminste 
Bavesy, Gronox Means, Harrogate ‘Aug 18 Turner, York®’ eo . 





Scorr, Witt1aM Henry, King’s Heath, Worcester July 10 Restall & Co, Birmingham 
Sxittoy, James, Gosport, Hants, Cab Proprietor July 10 Palmer, Gosport 

Surrn, Marra Ayn, Horpsea, Yorks July 31 Colbeck & Thompson. Hull 

SpoongR, Eu1za, Lynton, Devon July 28 -Minet & Co, King William st 

Srretron, Tuomas, Derby, Brewers’ Traveller Augl Briggs, gy : 
Szurrins, Witu1am, Maidstone, Pork Butcher July15 Stenning & , Maidstone 
Sryatva, Emma, Sheffield July 31 Porrett & Fawcett, Sheffield . 

Tow e, GrorGe, Beeston, Notts, Coal Merchant June 24 Bryan, Nottingham 
Tso.tore, THomas, 8t Leonards on Sea, MD Sept1 Dawes, Rye, Sussex 

Vea, Bensamin, Chelwood, Somerset, Farmer July 22 Prichard, Bristol 

Watron, Cuares, Lowestoft, Fish Merchant July 21 Chamberlin & Taylor, Lowestoit 
Wootprince, Cuartes, Stratford July 31 Wragg. Devonshire sq, Bishopsgate 

Yosr, Oscar, Finborough rd July 14 Adams & Adams, Clement's inn, Strand 


London Gasette.—Turspay, June 20. 


AysEtt, Mary, Hastings July 16 Langham & Co, Hastings ee 

ArcHBUT?T, ARTHUR THomAs, Liverpool, NSW, Australia July 13 Child & Child, Sloane st 

Baperston, Ricuarp James, Liverpool July 19 Lamb & Co, Birkenhead 

Banninc, GeorGe Henry, King’s Norton, Worcester, Plumber July 8 Reollason, 
Birmingham 

Bertrison, Joun Breve, Bedford Park, Chiswick July 20 Kendall, Hammersmith 

Buieu, Hon and Rev Henry, Winchester July 15 Wilkinson & Butler, 8t Neots, Hunts 

Brooks, Saran, Margate July 29 Marchant & Co, Broadway, De» ford ; 

Bryan, ALFrep, Darlington, Pork Butcher July 20 Wooler & Wooler, Darlington 

Caraccio, Joser, Lowestoft, Waiter July 20 Wiltshire & Sons, Lowestoft 

Carr, Henry, Derby July7 Beale & Co, Birmingham : 

Corey, ALFRED, Sheffield Avugi Clegg & Sons, Sheffield 

Cross, Emma Payne, Ballards ln, North Finchley J ~—s Paice & Cross, Clement’s inn 

Dymonp, Emma Any, Heavitree, nr Exeter July31_ Dymond, Exeter 

Exuis, Taomas, Florence st, Hermit rd, Canning Town July 20 Torkington, Basing- 


hall 

Exyie-Er_e-Drax, Saran Cuartorte Exizapgstu Ecointox, Wareham, Dorset Aug 1 
PrestSn & Francis, Bournemouth 

EsneEtsy, a 9 Dovatas, Birkenhead, Chartered Accountant July 31 Whitley & Co, 
Liverpoo! 

Fieser, CHaRLes Apotrn, Royal Opera arcade, Pall Mall July17 Monks, Cannon st 

Fiercuer, Hersert, Sefton Park, Liverpool, Merchant July 31 Whitley & Co, Liver- 


pool 

Greenwoop, Saran, Todmorden July 20 Sager, Todmorden 

Harper, Exvizasets Rosy, Endsleigh st, Tavistock sq July 20 Jefferies, Bristol 

Heateman, Wiuuiam, Bowrd, Bow August 4 Foster & Wells, Aldershot 

Hit, Heneay James, Pembridge sq, Bayswater August 16 Summerhays, Eastcheap 
bldgs, Eastcheap ‘ ’ 

Isnorson, Jonny Parise, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler July 31 Branson & Son, Sheffield 

Jenkinson, Emma, Rickmansworth, Herts July 27 Lomas, Rickmansworth 

Joxes, Witt1aM Peance, Finchley Sept1 Pearce-Jones & Co, Joha st, Bedford row 

Juson, Jon, Altrincham, Chester, Baker July 8 Easton, Leominster 

a * Henry, Middle Hulton within Bolton, Lancs July 17 Russell & Russell, 
Bolton 

eeenera., ~ sad Exizapetu, Eastbourne July 18 Temple & Philpin, Kington, 
Herefor 

Paras, Sir Jonn Bupp, Marpool, Exmouth July 24 Canning, Mitre -hmbrs, Temple 

Rippox, Dorotuy CaTuErine, Rock Ferry, Chester July 8 sheldon & Plant, Congleton. 

Roserts, Josers, Sheffield, Surgical Instrument Filer July 25 Bennett, Sheffield 

SavILL, ALFRED, Chigwell, Essex July 25 Druces & Attlee, Billiter sq 

Suaw, Mary Exizabetn, Brighouse July 15 Barber & Jessop, Brighouse 

Situ, Tuomas, Northampton July 15 Geo & G W Rands, Northampton 

Sirs, Mary Any, Northampton July 15 Geo & G W Rands, Northampton 

Snowpon, Ropert, Hastings July16 Langham & Co, Hastings 

Wicsat, Exiza, Halifax July1 Steele, Halifax 


London Gazette.—Fripay, June 23, 


Aaa, Mary, Cheltenham Aug4 Ticehursts & Co, Cheltenham 

AnmitaGce, Mary, Nottingham July 21 Dowson & Wright, Nottingham 

Sasete, Mueet, Saltaire, Shipley, Yorks, Clerk of Works Juiy 20 Wright & Co, 
ipley 

Bevan, WiL¥reip Arruur, Lombard st Aug1 Janson & Co, College hill 

Borromiey, CuarLes Orro, Wood Nook, Meltham, Huddersfield Augi2 Vint & Co, 


Bradford 
Bsices, Evwarp, Linslade, Bucks, Grocer July 31 Pettit & Co, Le'ghton Buzzard 
CaRLISLE, HannaH, Moses Side, Manchester July 18 Boyer & Co, Manchester 
CARTWRIGHT, ELLEN, Sutton, nr St Helens Aug3 Kennedy & Glover, Ormskirk 
Caapman, Maria Janz, Hastings July 25 G len & Treherne, Bedford row 
CuurcaiLt, HaroLtp WILFRED, Southsea, Hants Augl Hanbury & Co, Eldon st 
Ciarke, Emma, South Kensington Hotel, Queen’s Gate ter, South Kensington July U4 
Biddle & Co, Aldermanbury 
CLEeveLanD, Henry, Brooke, Norfolk, Veterinary Surgeon July 23 Gooéchild, Norwich 
CoutTHarp, Epwarp Hoop, Sedgefield, Durham July 14 Tindle, South Shields 
Dayie.s, Many, Aston juxta Birmingham July 24 Jagger, Birmingham 
Davies, Caro.ing, Seaford, Sussex July 24 Danby & Co, Cornhill 
Davies, Eiizapetu Ann, Abergele, Denbigh July 20 Holmes & Holmes, Burnley 
Dearne, Heven, Leinster gdns, Hyde Park July 25 Oldman & Co, Old Serjeante’ inn, 


ancery In 
eee Charleville, Murree, Rawal Pindi District, Pupjaub Aug2l Lawford & 
, Austin Fri 
Gover, James Kpwarp, a. Birmingham July 24 Jagger, Birmingham 
Hawkins, Witt1am, Eaton Bray, Beds, Baker Aug 4 Newton & UCalcott, Leighton 
jussard, Beds 
Huntixoroy, Kev Gzoraz, Tenby Rectory, Pembroke July 4 Stokes & Stokes, Tenby 
Jones, Joux Tuomas, Fiynnongroew, Flint, Surgeon June 30 Gamlin, Bhyl 
Keer, Jouann Union, Chorlton cum Hardy, pr Manchester July 21 Bond & Son, 
Manchester 
Lacey, Saran. Bembridge, I of W, Dairywoman July 24 Matthews, Shanklin, I W 
mn rc Francis, Brighton, &choolmaster Aug 4 Kingsford & Co, Essex st, 
tran: 


Moacxenziz, Dovatas, Bitteswell, nr Lutterworth July 20 Goodacre & Co, Bush In 

May, Jous, Ipswich July 27 Notcutt & Son, Ipswich 

Moye, Geouce Ferpericx, Milson 1d, West Kenvingtin, Jobmaster's Clerk July 20 
ernon & Co, Coleman st 

overs. Samce., Winson Green, Birmingham, Carpenter July 22 Williams, Birming- 


m 
Nicuois, Samurt, Shipley, Yorks, Stone Mason July 20 Wright & Co, Shipley 
Oxps-Pow.ztT, Hon Amtas Lucien, Leyburn, Yorks July $1 Maughan, Middleham, 


Yorks 
Cumaemt, Taomas, Grange over Sands, Lancs July 24 Butler & Son, Broughton in 
‘urness 


Ormanvy. Any, Grange over Sands,Lanes July 24 Butler & Sof Broughton in Furness 
Pane 9 Even, Cambridge ter, Hyde Park Augi17 Bolton & Co, Temple gans, 
‘emple 
Pernretr. Carotixe, North side, Clapham Common July 31 Flux & Co, Leadenhall st 
Pitt, James, Brisbane, Queensland, Iropmonger Sept ¥ Chambers & McNab, Brisbane 
Piumaiver, Wittiam, Lane End, Bucks, Baker July7 Cripps & Shone, Marlow, Bucks 
Portes, Groroe Ricsarp, New Inn, nr Pontypool Aug 80 Bythway & Son, Pontypool 
Payor, Guy Fraycis, Grand Bassam, Ivory t, West Africa Aug8 Tucker & Son, 
Ashburton, Devon 
enemas anes Jupira, Condover, Salop July 22 Knight & Sons, Newcastle under 
. 6 

Srawitanp, Rev James Meapvunn, Onslow eq Aug 21 Staniland & Son, Boston, Lincs 
Repuneee, Bansamn, Uggleshall, Suffolk, Farmer Aug 21 Cross & Co, Halesworth, 
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Svrouirrs, WiL11AM, Spotland, Rochdale Augi1 Wiles & Thompson, Rochdale 
faurson, Ropert Grorer, Chatham July 29 Mann, 

Satter, Tuomas, Kidderminster, Blacksmith July 22 Ivens, Kidderminster 

Surru, Henay Groner, Tunbridge Wells Augi5 Andrew & Cheale. Tunbridge Weils 
TayLor, CHARLOTTE, Heslop rd, Balham July 22 Laurence & Co Lincoln’s inn fields 
TayLouR, JANE Euizazern, Saffron Walden, Ksiex Aug9 Ginn & Matthew, Cambridge 


Hoventor, Witt1am, Bournemouth Benge & 
Hupp.estox, Lady Diana DE yo Pye ell Co, Fievareeket, Regent st 
Hourtcutnson, Joun, Bradmore, Notts Aug 1 AMtking & yles, Nottingham 

Jouryeaux, Mary Anna, Nicoll rd, Harlesden July 31 Arkcoll & Co, Tooley st 
Kersuaw, Ricuarp, Attleborough, Norfolk pan 31 Keith, ae 

Kina, Carouixe Mary, 8t Leonards on Sea Aug8 Foord, Philpot In 





WakEING, Joun, Birkeahead July 31 Burton & Coleman, Liverpool 
Kir! ,Lancs Aug 20 Hart-Dyke, Dachy of 


Wixixson, Emma, Hampton Hill July 15 Bennett & Ferris, Coleman st 


WHITEHEAD, Ete, Medlar Hall, nr 
Lancaster Office 


Lancaster, James, Portsea, 
Portsmouth 


Me ior, Sarag ANN, 


London Gasette.—Tuxspay, June 27, cheater 


ANDRADE, Bexsamn, Lordship pk, Stoke Newington July 27 Driver, Warwick ct, 


Gray’s inn 


Bagnes, Rev Francis, Plymouth Aug8 Watts, Plymouth 


BaTemaN, JEMIMA, Reading July 31 Creed, Reading 


Bentley, GroxaE, Southport, Lancs, Brewer uly 24 Orrell, Manchester 
Brown, Joun, Lewisham July 31 Fladgate & Co, Craig’s ct, Charing Cross 
Brow NE, Rev Roserr Dittoy, Brighton July 24 Welman & sons, Westbourne giove, 


Bayswater 


Catracuan, Taomas, Cardiff, Potato Merchant July31 Bland, Cardiff 


CALLAGHAN, Saran, Cardiff July 31 Bland, Cardiff 


Moors, Mary, A 
ester 


Owens, Owen, 


Rosixsoy, Henry, 


Carstairs, Major Cuares, Norris st, Haymarket July 28 Francis & Johnson, Gt | Pucue, Manoantr, a 


Winchester st 


Crowes, F fasoanag Joszru, Maybank, South Woodford, Essex July 31 Druces& Attlee, | Ronson, Joan, Pi 


Bi 


T 8q 
Farmer, Emrcy, Porchester, Hants Aug28 Gillson, Fareham, Hants 
Bennett, 


Fass, ADOLPH, King William st July 24 Harston & 


Firtoy, James, Southport, Commercial Traveller ones * Williams, Southport 

HARGREAV gS, Axx, Lytham,Lancs Aug 31 Hewitt & Son, Manchester 

Hart.ey, Gzorce, Ripon, Yorks Augl Payne & Co, Manchester 

Hoase, Ema Groraixa, Orsett ter tA 31 Tylee & Co, Essex st, Strand 

Hopeson, BARNARD Becker, Bolney, Sussex July +" Upperton & Bacon, Brighton 

a} tne ABD, Coleherne ter, Earl’s Court, Bi 
st 





Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Turspay, June 20, 
ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


Masses, Besier Frank, Sutton, Surrey Croydon Adjud 
3, 1904 Annul June 6, 1905 
Box, Fah hog Gravesend, Kent,Grocer Rochester Adjud 
Nov 10, 1904 Annul Tune 7, 1905 
GopparD, ARTHUR JAMES, Silchester, Hants, Builder Win- 
chester Adjud Nov 5, 1904 Annul June 8, 1905 


London Gazette.—Fripay, June 23. 
RECEIVING ORDERS, 


Anperson, Witt1aM Henry, Bewdley, hee gu Estate 
Agent Dudley Pet May 12 Ord June 
Arrwoup, ALrrep, Hemsworth, Yorks, cous Wakefield 
Pet June 21 Ord June 21 
Baker, Cuagues Stuart Wuaeecer, Croydon, Auctioneer 
Croydon Pet June2i Ord June 21 
Barrman, Benvamin, Hale, Chester, Fruiterer Manchester 
Pet June 19 Ord June 19 
Beyyett, Peter Epwin, Gt Winchesterst, Financier High 
Court Pet May 28 Ord June 13 
Berrian, Peter Huspanp, St Ives, Cornwall, Fruiterer 
Truro’ Pet June 19 Ord June 19 
Beswick, Harry, Shaw Heath, Stockport, Cheshire, Butcher 
sto-kport Pet June20 Ord Jun e 20 
Browsinc, Hues C, Dinard, France “Brighton Pet April 
17 Ord June 19 
Buckie, Aetaur, Leeds, Commercial Traveller Leeds 
Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
Buayiry,Joun Wi..1am, and Ernest GLapstone Bursiey, 
Heckmondwike, Yorks, Blanket Manufacturers Dews- 
bury Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
Burt, Rosert Hensy, Basinghall st, Importer of Fancy 
Jewellery High Court Pet June 19 Ord June 19 
Cave, Sir Mytizs Cave Browne, New Brighton, Cheshire, 
Baronet Birkenhead Pet May 17 Ot June 20 
Curisroraer, Epmunp Coutson, Diford, Fruiterer Chelms- 
ford Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
Cow.ry, Epwarp, Far Sawrey, Windermere, Lancs, Grocer 
Kendal Pet June2l O:d June 21 
Davigs, Richarp, Pentrebach, Merth 2, Timberman 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet June 21 Ord June 2 
E.uiort, Joun Taomas, Leeds, Boot ro ay Leeds Pet 
June 20 Ord June 20 
Espen, Tuomas, Ipswich, Jobbing Builder Ipswich Pet 
June19 Ord June 19 
Fratugr, Groner, Talia, Greengrocer Halifax Pet 
June5 Ord June 1 
Foap, Henry cites inten: or Lewes, Butcher Lewes 
Pet June 19 Ord June 19 
— Henry, Crewe, Grocer Crewe Pet June20 Ord 
June 
Bensamin, Aston, wae, Draper Birmingham 
mag June 21° Ord June 2 
Hircuens, James, and W ites Heszy Hitouens, Pen- 
vance, Painters Truro Pet June 2i Ord June 21 
Hoianp, Epwanp, Brayards rd, Peckham, Coachbuilders’ 
Ironmonger High Court Pet June 19 Ord June 19 
Jeity, Witiiam, Earl Shilton, Leicester, Coal Merchant 
Lei Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
Jounson, Groncke Henry, Burnley, Farm Labourer 
Burnley Pet June zl Ord June 2l 
Joxxs, Evan, Tynyreithin, pr Denbigh, Farmer Bavgor 
Pet June 19 Ord June 19 
Kincugr, Carisroruer, and Davin Hurwrrz, Cheetham, 
ie Jewellers Manchester Pet June 2 Ord 
une 
Kurxcx, Joun Matturw, Union ct, Old Broad st, Auc- 
tioneer High Court Pet April 5° Ord June ty 
Lane, Ropertson Wivtiam, and Joun Henry Lanz, 
Vauxhall Bridge rd, Westminster, Laundry Proprietors 
High Cowt Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
Lirwe.iyn, Lisweiiyx, Trecynon, ; Farmer 
L i os Mon June 21 Ord June 21 
KSLiz, GruaLp, Denning Hampstead, Electrical 
Engineer High Court Set May 24 Ord June 21 


ier July 27 Westbury & Co, 


‘ Morss, W J, Hoxton st, Sho’ 


Bishopsgate Within Scorr, Gzoras, Ni 
Tap.in, Gaorae, 


Traunark, EvizaBets, Paul, 
Wes.ey, Epwarp ALFaED, 














Marrorp, Ricuarp, ~~ , Llanymynech, Semigreaeey, 
Farmer Newtown Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
Masters, Joun Dovetas, Vernon rd, Cla) 
Viestaller High Court Pet June1 Ord June 21 
reditch, Va: — Manufacturer 
Hi igh Court Pet June2 Ord June 2 
euskal, Josera, Parkgate, nr Roth - ha Brick- 
maker Sheffield Pet June2i Ord June 2 
Parnett, W C, Ferndown, Dorset Poole Pet May 31 
Ord June 19 
Prpiow, CHARLES Ceci, Bicton Heath, or Seen, 
pe ey oner’s Assistant Shrewsbury Pet June 20 
une 
Regs, - Wanutan, Crm Cymmer, Glam, Butcher Neath Pet June 
19 une 1 
—, Lange Dolwyddelen, =, Quarryman 
adoc Pet June2i Ord J 21 
ww... = Doane WiLtiaM Susu, Spalding, Musical 
Instrument Dealer Peterborough Pet June 21 Ord 
June 21 Ord June 21 
Simpson, Roper, F sensor pad China Dealer Swansea Pet 
June 20 Ord June 20 
Situ, Josera Wasene, Hatton gin High Court Pet 
Junel Ord June 19 
TippennaM, James _ oll Iiketshall, Suffolk, Farmer Gt 
Yarmouth Pet June 21 Ord June 21 
Ve, SS Isapet, York,Grocer York Pet June 21 Ord 
une 21 
Warp, Frank, Helmsley, oy Saddler Northallerton 
Wenn, anane foe, Sigbete 
ATSON, ILLIAM Ensesr, m, 
ay Frame Ma Bm — et June 19 ray Und 
une 19 
Westoy, Bexsamin_ Dent, Ry FB , Walworth, 
—— Victualler High Court Pet May 27 Ord 
une 19 
Wituiams, James Money, Rhyl, Flint Bangor Pet June 
#* 19 Ord June 19 
Wotrs, Witi1am, Swansea, Fishmonger Swansea Pet 
June 21 Ord June 21 
Woopwarp, Atrrep Jonnson, Moston, 
Margarine Importer Manchester Pet’ at 20 a ord 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 26: 


Baipeman, Joun Wiit1aM, Deptford, Licensed Victualler 
Greenwich Pet May 5 Ord May 23 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette 


of June 16: 
Bancrort, WittiamM Ropert, Choriton cum Sat ee 
~~ uns Seiaas Manchester y 20 
une 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

Artwoop, Aaron, Kinsley, Yorks, Miner July 3 at 11 
Off 6, Bond terr, Vakefiel 

Banorort, Rew Rosear, Chorlton cum Hardy, 
chester, Shipping Merchant July 1 at 11.30 Ga ines, 
Byrom st, Manchester 

Barrman, Bensamiy, Hale, Cheshire, Fruiterer July lat 11 
Off Byrom st, Manchester 

——- Marruew, South Shields, Auctioneer July 3 at 12 

ff Reo, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 





wen st, 
Bincuam, “ey Bramcote, Notts, Farmer July 4 at 11 
0: N ham 
4 at 1 Bt Mary's chmbrs, Great | ctenatoy 
Burt, Ropsst Henry, Thornton Heath, Importer of 
ardware July 4 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Mastgate row, 








saan PETER Huspanp, St. Ives, Cornwall, Fruiterer 
July 3at12 Off Rec, Bosca Truro 
4, Castle p) Path st, 
Bisnor, Joux "Ropert, Newsagent July 
Buoxie, ARTuur, July 4 at | 
11.30 Off Ree, og Spey yh 
Fancy Jewellery July 3 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Dav im, (a Goopman, Oswestry, Dealer in China 
Chester 
Davizs, Witt1am, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer July 3 
at12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 


M J! = RBERT, Tui, Licensed Vi 
Sean, Mean, Ane g Hawes, Yorks July 22, Willan, dawes, X S 0 


Novayx, Mavaice PSccara, “Salford, ‘Lancs 


v ANSON, E.izaberTH, Burnholme, ur 
Masham 


Peacock, ABRAHAM, Walthamstow Aug 
Peacock, Euienx, Walthamstow ncaa y arvon At & Son, Finsbury pymt 


Swarsrick, Epwarb, Fan ous. 





Hants, Insurance Agent July 29 King & Franckeiss, 


Maruen, James, Barrow in Furness July 14 Lae to Barrow 


in Furness 
July 22 Heath & Sons, Man- 


, 
Victualler July 20 Cuts, Preston 


Physician July 31 Dixon & Linnell, Man- 


Orp, Tuomas, Weltoem, Durham, Builder July 4 Proud, Wolsingham 
draeth, Anglesey, Farmer angé 


Roberts, 
Masham, Yorks July 23 Edmundson & Gowland, 
1 Houghton & Son, Finsbury pymt 
tea Roberts, Bangor 


in 38 Mewiteon, Penrith 
Row anp, ax, Pein Ooms July ‘x G Gi &H wy 8 Creed, Epping’ 
Row .anpb, THomas FLANDERS, Epping, 


emg te ARE, & Sea Epping 
1 Eking 8, 
Plumber’ July 14 


" » Fleetwood 
July 81 Sawbridge & bury 


‘Townsenp, CaaaLes Hapop, Coveatey Jul iY a ~——af 


Tnnards 08 Bea Me #4 a rake 
Wii1axs, Saran MariipA, Princes st, vonport y Gard Devonport 
Woopvcock, Emma, Southport July 27 Edridge & Newnham, Croydon 


"Taeiaen & On, Mattos 





Green, nr Halifax, Farmer 


Dickson, Be Norwood 
July 5 at 3.30 Off Rec, ‘Townhailchmbrs, Halifax 


Exuiott, Joux Tuomas, Maker July 4at 11 
Park rd, 
Evans, WILLIAM, 


Grocer’s Assistant 
July 5 at12 Off Rec, 31, rd, Swansea 
Farry, CHAR Acton, Builder July 3 at 3 Off Rec, 14, 
row, 
Fiatae: Grorce, ae oy gael Jaly5at4 Of 
G — J Tete Ponioke July lat il 
IFFORD, JOHN, 7, Fishmonger 
Off Reo, 4, Queen’ st, Carmarthen 
Gung Grotos, Foor, Tailor July 4 at 2.30 Off Rec, 
ee sae 
Goorarrs Jam ‘Off Rec, 199, i, Wolverhampton st, Dae 
W 8, nr Pinner, Builder July 3 at 
it Reo, 14, Bedford row 
Gnovns Wie Scarborougb, Grocer July 3 at 4 74, 
Haart, Joun Witiiam, Grays, Essex, Butcher July 3 at3 
Susman, Wome Tredegar, Mon, Tobacconist July 3 
TILLMAN, WINNIFRED, ‘on. 
at 3 "135, High st, a 


Hotmas, ALEXANDER, and spgr McCuiivm, Dar- 
; ctrical July 4 at 10.30 Off 


Howanp Witiiam, Askew rd, Shepherd’s Bush July 4 at 
Invorsos, Hanoi’ Ay Mi ety Berkeley «1 July & at 12 
James, Epwarp ean @ilinghem, General Dealer 
July 3 at 11.30 115, ied et, 
Joxzs, Davip, Cynwyd, Merioneth, Farmer July 5 at 2.15 
The Priory, Wrexham 
Joxzs, Davip, Oswestry, Draper July 4 at 12.30 Crypt 
row, Chester 


Joxzs, Hupsrr STANLEY Howarp, Lambourne, Bate, 
Vi 8 July 1 at 11.45 Off Reo, 1, Bt 


Lava, Hix, ae rd, or Dairyman July 3 at 





Sin ER, <o*® Pembroke, Farmer 
July 5at 11.15 Castle Hotel, Haverfordwest 
clytizg, Cuar.es Sut Bucklersbury, Inventor July 
4 at 2.30 Carey st 
LETT, ~ ae obtain eet bag we Baker's 
Mana, 4 , Barnstaple 
- — Derby July1 


Mepavast, CuaR_e ERICK 
at 1.30 Oe on. G: oa a 
MicHELBACHER, 


vo ieee ec te 
oul Evan Ht  Besbregty ates Mon, Labourer July 


4atil2 135, *, 
Preritow, CHARLES Lt, Bicton Heath, nr Shrewsbury, 
bg acy 8 ine Assistant July 8 at 11.30 Off Ree, 42, 
Pounpsr, Jonn Tuomas, West Sauce, Grocer July 4 
at 2 Grand Hotel, West 


ParrouarD, JAMES. teen ieeaten, Bouts 
Farm Bailiff July 3 at 10.90 2. Offa st, Hereford " 
Py Grorer WILLIAM, Morioneth, Solicitor 
7 at 11.30 Town Hall aan 
me avip, Pentwyn Tips, A on July 6ati 
Off Reo, Weatgave Mon 
err Bast Sheen July 4 at 11.30 24, Railway 
| Rookaa, Josern Bu Burton on Trent, Publican July 1 at 12 
Full st, 
Wittiax, Sutton, Plumber July 5 at 12 
‘Satan Ini 


Dapeng! Fish Hook Maker 


July Sat il “a. Corporation st, 
Bropoway, Joux, Newcastle on Tyne July 3 at 11.90 Off 


Sey Newcastle on 
Suita, aizs Henay, Newport, I of W, Grocer July 3 
Sura, a Wares tes gaa 3 Satnt0 Bank- 
‘osern Wattsr, 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey at 
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Spry, Jamzs Witsox, Ford, Devenport, Coachbuilder 
July 3at11 Off Rec, 6, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 


Srurway, Joux, Hereford, Baker July 3 at 3.30 2, Offa | 
~ st, Hereford 


Srewaert, Jonn, Kew, Commission Agent July 3 at 11.30 
24, Railway app, London Brid 


ge | 
Saree Witiiam, Hatton, Derby, Saddler July 1 at 11 | 


Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 
Warkrys, Mary Ann, Monmarsh Farm, Marden, Hereford, 
Housekeeper July 3 at 10.30 2, Offa st, Heretord 


Warsoy, Ropert Attett, Gt Grimsby, Greengrocer July 


4at 11.30 Off Rec, 8t Mary’s chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 
Westox, Bexsamin Dent, Montpelier st, Walworth, 


Licensed Victualler July at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, | 


st ; 
Weyeanc, Lovis Henay, High st, Tooting, Watchmaker 
July 4.at 12.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Wericut, Witiiam, Sbutt Farm, Norwood Green, nr 
ifax, Farmer July 5 at 3 Off Rec, Townhall 
chmbrs, Halifax 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Artwoop, ALFrrEp, Hemsworth, Yorks, Grocer and Miner | 


Wakefield Pet June 21 Ord June 21 
Austiy, Saran Jane, King’s rd, Chelsea, Boot Dealer 
High Court Pet June7 Ord June 21 
Bascrorr, Wittram Roseet, Chorlton cum Hardy, Man- 
chester, Shipping Merchant Manchester Pet May 20 
Ord June 20 
Barrmay, Bexsamix, Hale, Chester, Fruiterer Manchester 
Pet Jone 19 O:d June 19 
Baxter, James Aram, and Recixatp Duxcan Brows, 
inghall st, House Furnishers High Court Pet 
March 15 Ord June 20 
Begzcu, Marruew, South Shields, Auctioneer Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Junel Ord June 17 
Bernimanx, Perer Huspanp, St Ives, Cornwall, Fruiterer 
ro Pet June19 Ord June 19 
Beswick, Harry, Shaw Heath, Stockport, Butcher Stock- 
port Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
Baweman, Jonx Witwiam, tford, Licensed Victualler 
Greenwich Pet May5 Ord June 20 
Buckiz, Agrnor, Leeds, Commercial Traveller Leeds 
Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
Buat, Rosert Henry, Basinghall st, Importer of Fancy 
Jewellery High Court Pet June 19 Ord June 19 
CurgistorgER, Epuunp Covtson, Ilford, Fruiterer Chelms- 
ford Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
Crements, Witu1aM, Hove, Sussex, Baker Brighton Pet 
Ma: Ord June 19 
Cocurasez, Artavr Dovcatt, Oxford st High Court Pet 
April6é Ord June 9 
Cowisy, Epwarp, Far Sawrey, Windermere, Grocer 
Kendal Pet June 21 Ord June 21 
Davizs, Ricuarp, Pentrebach, Merthyr Tydfil, Timberman 
yr Tydfil Pet June 21 Ord June 21 
DE Grucuy, Tuomas Haroip, Woodford Wells, Essex, Motor 
HighCourt Pet May12 Ord June21 
Ex.iott, Joux Tuomas, Leeds, Boot Maker Leeds Pet 
meee Ord —_ 20 
zxN, Tuomas, Ipswich, Jobbing Builder Ipswich Pet 
June 19 Ord Jone y " 
Fag.ey, Cnares, Acton, Builder Brentford Pet April 4 
Ord June 17 
Fiaruer, Grorcr, Halifax, Greengrocer Halifax Pet 
Juned5 Ord June 20 
Ganser, Henry, Crewe, Grocer Crewe Pet June20 Ord 
June 20 
Hoxeate, Freperick, Calverley, Yorks, Painter Bradford 
Pet May8 Ord June 20 
Hotianp, Epwarp, Brayards rd, Peckham, Coach Builders’ 
Ironmonger High Court Pet June 19 Ord June 19 
Horgewett, Feask Hasppy, Hilderthorpe, Bridlington 
borough Pet May 19 Ord June 21 
Jetty, Witxiam, Earl Shilton, Leicester, Coal Merchant 
Leicester Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
Joussox, Gzorcze Henry, Burvley, Farm Labourer 
Burnley Pet June 21 Ord June 21 ~j 
Joszs, Bexsamin, L et, Glam, Licensed Victualler 
Swansea Pet June 10 Ord June 19 
Josxs, Evas, Tynyreithin, nr Denbigh, Farmer Bangor 
Pet June 19 Ord June 19 
Lasz, Roverrson Witiiam, and Jonw Hewxry Lave, 
Vauxhall Bridge rd, Westminster, Laundry Proprieters 
High Court Pet June 20 Ord Jnne 20 
Lizwe.trs, Lirweityx, Trecynon, Aberdare, Farmer 
Newport. Mon Pet June 21 Ord June 21 
O’Batex, Wi.tiam, Northenden, Cheshire, Bootmaker 
Stockport Pet June 10 Ord June21 
Ovream, Joseru, Parkgate, nr Rotherham, Yorks, Brick 
Maker Sheffield Pet June21 Ord June 21 
Pertow, Cuanies Cecit, Bicton Heath, or Shrewsbury, 
Conf s Assistant Shrewsbury Pet June ww 
Ord June 21 


Pyevs, Georcr Wii11am, Barmouth, Merioneth, Solicitor 
Aberystwyth Pet April13 Ord June 20 

Bexs, Witt1am,Cymmer, (lam, Butcher Aberavon Pet June 
19 Ord June 19 


Roreats, Huon 
Portmadoc Pet June 21 Ord June 21 


Rossevt, Fexpenicx Wittiam Erxest, Spalding, Musical | 
Peterborough Pet June 21 Ord | 


Instrument Dealer 
June 21 

Saxversos, Hexny Tuouas Bannon, South Shields Auc- 

Neweastleon Tyne Pet June 13 Ord June 17 


Suerneep, Groncr Leowxanp, Parkstone, Dorset, Builders’ | 
ant : ‘ ax? | Herrox, Tuomas Witrnep, Harrogate, Jeweller York 


Poole Pet May8 Ord June 19 
Binvsos, Roexet, Swansea, China Dealer Swansea Pet 
on ws Ord June 
BWAkT, Joux, Kew, Surrey, Commission Agent Wands- 
worth Pet May 16 Sel Sawn 20 4s 
Tiseexnam, James Unitan, Iketshail, Suffolk, Farmer Gt 
Yarmouth Pet June 21 Ord June 21 
Watt, Isaven, York, Grocer York Pet June 21 Ord 
June 21 


Wav, Feaxx, Helmsley, Yorks, Saddler Northallerton 
w Pet June 28 Ord June 20. % 
ATSON, Liat Exsxust, Edgbaston, Birmingham, 
Picture Frame Maker Birmingham Pet June 19 
Ord June 19 





Dolwyddelen, Carnarvon, Quarryman | 








MERRYWEATHER. LONDON: = 


MERRYWEATHERS’ “VALIANT” STEAM 
PUMP AT WORK. 





MERRYWEATHER 


On FIRE PROTECTION and WATER SUPPLY 
To COUNTRY 


MANSIONS, ESTATES, &c. 


Write for Illustrated Pamphlet No. 8290. 
MERRYWEATHER & SONS, 63, LONG ACRE, W.C., LONDON, 


FIRE ENGINE MAKERS TO H M. THE KING. 


The ‘‘ VALIANT ’’ is adapted for every kind of 
Pumping Work, including— 

Fire Protection, 

Water Supply to Houses and Farms, 

Watering Cattle, 

Pumping Out Ponds, 

Irrigating Land, 

Watering Lawns and Gardens, 

Washing Hops, Fruit Trees, &c., &c. 


THE LICHTEST AND MOST POWERFUL PUMP ON 
THE MARKET. 


Weight 6} cwt. Simple in Construction. 


AS SUPPLIED TQ— 


po Tiehaetin inge. BL ce I Esq. 
ifford. rough. 
ond Pirbright. ‘, de Rothschild. 
Sir Edward Malet (Monaco). 
Sidney Harrison, Esq., J.P. 
Wilberforce Bryant, Esq. — 4 
A. MacKenzie, Esq., &c., &c. 











Wesster, Wittiam Downrna, Gt Russell st, Collector of 
Ethnological Specimens High Court Pet May 19 
Ord June 19 

Wiruiame, James Mortry, Rhyl, Flint Bangor Pet 
June 19 Ord June 19 

Wotre, Witt1am, Swansea, Fishmonger Swansea Pet 
June 21 Ord June 21 

Woopwarp, Atrgep Jonnson, Moston, Manchester, 
Commission Agent Manchester Pet June 20 Ord 
June 20 

Waricut, Rosert Nztson, Lower Thames st, Paper Mer- 
chant High Court Pet Feb 23 Ord June 9 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. 


Copp, Jons Artaur, Harringay Park, Middlesex Chelms- 
ford Rec Ord Dec 16, 1903 Adjud Feb 3, 1904 Resc 
and Annul June 7, 1905 


London Gazette.—Tvurspay, June 27, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Bessox, Henry Mircuett, Sheffield, Medical Practitioner 
Sheffield Pet June6 Ord June 22 

BroTuertoy, Joun ALrreD, Tonbridge, Fishmonger Tun- 
bridge Wells Pet June 19 Ord June 19 

Brows, Gzorce Witiiam, Goxhill, Lincs, Grocer Gt 
Grimsby Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Burcess, Saran He-ena, Penzance, Fancy Dealer Truro 
Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Curistian, Francis Mixxs, Gt Grimsby, Printer’s Machinist 
Gt Grimsby Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Ciarxe, Any, Rhayader, Radnor, Draper Newtown Pet 
June 23 Ord June 23 

Cuipsox, Joux, Leicester Leicester Pet June 22 Ord 
June 22 

Crockrorp, James Cuartes, Rectory gdns, Tooting 
High Court Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Epvwakps, Davin, Leicester Leicester Pet June 23 Ord 
June 23 

Epwarps, Davin, Neath, Glam, Confectioner Aberavon 
Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

Epsteix, Asner, Cardiff, Tailor Cardiff Pet June19 Ord 
June 23 

Exsox, Jonx, Llandudno, Draper Bangor Pet May 15 
Ord June 23 

Guassos, Jouy, Plasmarl, Swansea, Labourer Swansea 
Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

Grecory, Hexxy, Woburn, Beds, Builder Luton Pet 
June 22 Ord June 22 

Gairritas, Hucn, Seacombe, Cheshire, Builder Birkenhead 
Pet June6 Ord June 23 

Harr, Anxiz, Shorter’s ct, Throgmorton st High Court 
Pet May 31 Ord June 23 

Hanwoop, WittiAm Henry, Seacombe, Cheshire, Joiner 
Birkenhead Pet June 23 Ord June 23 


Pet June 228 Ord June 23 

Hopasox, Evwarp, Lawford 1d, Kentish Town, Dairyman 
High Court Pet May8 Ord June v3 

Hors, Razr, Staindrop, Durham, Innkeeper Stockton on 
Tees Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Horxins, Manian Mania, Brighton, Boarding house 
Keeper Brighton Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Hvupsox, Jonx, Skerton, Lancs, Farmer Kendal Pet June 
5 Ord June 2% 

JowzTt, Cuanes, Fairfield, Buxton, Solicitor High Court 
Pet May8 Ord June 24 

Kinvy, Heaverr Srernex, Ampleforth, Yorks, Farmer 
Northallerton Pet June 21 June 21 





Mackenziz, Marruew Keppir, and Marcaret GemMe_i 
McKecagntik, Eastbourne, Photographic Dealers East- 
bourne Pet June 23 Ord June 23 z 

Mansox, Wixu1Am, Scarborough, Grocer’s Assistant Scar- 
borough Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Massey, Anniz, Salisbury, Grocer Salisbury Pet June 22 

rd June 22 : ; 

Mic#e., Eowarp 8, London st, Paddington, Entertainment 
Director Bath Pet May10 Ord June 23 

Morris, CHARLES Freperick Joun, Norfolk st, Strand 
High Court Pet Jan 20 Ord June 21 

Parker, CLarre Gass, Southfields, Wandsworth, Professor 
of Danci Wandsworth Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Pirxixeton, Leonarp, Chandos st High Court Pet June 
23 Ord June 23 ms . : 

Porrer, Water Horace, Birmingham, Fruiterer Birm- 
ingham Pet June9 Ord June 21 

Porter, Witt1aAm Garwoop, Lowestoft Gt Yarmouth 
Pet June 29 Ord June 23 - : i 

Rucker, Martin Dieperick, Fenchurch st, Financier High 
Court Pet June2 Ord June 22 q 

SuErHERDsON, WiLt1am, Withernsea, Yorks Kingston 
upon Hull Pet June 22 Ord June 22_ : 

SmaLtmanx, Jow, Pensnett, Staffs, Haulier Stourbridge 
Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

SmitH, Freep, Coventry, Wheelwright Coventry Pet June 
23 Ord June 23 

SrersEeNs, ALFRED, Billingsgate bldgs, Lower Thames st, 
Carman High Court Pet May 23 Ord June 22 

Srrerx, Ricnarp Epwarp, Erith, Kent, Clothier Rockester 
Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Tominson, Tuomas James Pacet, Gunterstone rd, West 
Kensington High Court Pet April 20 Ord June 22 

Turver, Tuomas, Kingston upon Hull, Street Contractor 
Kingston upon Hull Pet June 22 Ord Juue 22 

Vanresi10, G, Moor st, Soho, Provision Dealer High Court 
Pet May 26 Ord June 15 ‘ 

Voocut, Witi1am, Church rd, Willesden, Baker High 
Court Pet June 23 Ord June 23 i 

Wiacur, G Tempest, Eccleston Hotel, Eccleston sq High 
Court Pet May11 Ord June 22 4 

Wi.iamsy Evan, Denbigh, Licensed Victualler Bangor 
Pet Jane 22 Ord June 22 

Waray, Geonce, Barking, Essex, Corn Merchant Chelms- 
ford Pet June 22 Ord June 22 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Autixsox, Joun Writuiam, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Tailor 
July 6at 12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield : 

Arrwoov, Atyrep, Hemsworth, Yorks, Grocer July 6 at 
10.30 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield : : 

Bennett, Perer Epwin, Gt Winchester st, Financier 
July 7 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st . 

Bugcess, Saran Hevena, Penzance, Fancy Dealer July 6 
at12 Off Rec, wen st, Truro 

Burney, Joun WittiaM, and Ernegy GLapsTone Busy ey, 

ondwike, Yorks, Blanket Manufacturer July > 

at3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporatidn st, Dewsbu 

Crockvorp, James Cuaruxs, Rectory gdns, Tooting July 
7at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Carrer, Groror, Bournb: , Birmingham, Coal Merchant 
July6at11 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Curson, Joun, Leicester July 5at3 Off Kec, 1, Berridge 
st, Leicester 2 

Davies, Ricntarp, Pontechedh, Matar: Sai. Timberman 
July 5at12 185, High st, Merthyr Ty 

Eowaase Daviv, Leicester July 6 at 12 Off Rec, 1, 
Berridge st, Leicester 

Exsvow, Wiiuram, Abbeville rd, Clapham Park, Builder 
July 7 at 12,80 24, Railway app, London Bridge 
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Herrox, Taomas Witrrep, Harrogate, Jeweller July 10 
at 2.30 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe or 
Hottanp, Epwarp. Brayards rd, Peckham, Builders’ 

Tronmonger July 6 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 
Jetty, Wiiu1am, Earl Shilton, Leicester, Coal Merchant 
July 5 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Kusncx, Jonn Mattuew, Union ct, Old Broad st, 
Auctioneer July 10ati11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Lax, Ropertson Wiiiram, and Joun Henry Lang, 
Vauxhall Bridge rd, Westminster, Laundry Proprietors 
July 5at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Mayrorp, Ricnarp, Burgedin, Llanymynech, Montgomery, 
Farmer July Sat 12.30 Off Rec, 42, St John’s hill, 
Shewsbury 
Massty, Awnik, Salisbury, Grocer July 5 at 12.30 Off 
Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 
Newmay, Tuomas Francis, Upton pk, Essex, House Agent 
July 6at 12 Bankruptcy py hme st 
OvrraM, Joszpn, Parkgate, nr Rotherham, Yorks, Brick 
Maker July 6at 12.30 Off Rec. Figtree In, Sheffield 
ParNELL, W C, Ferndown, Dorset July 7 at 3.30 Off Rec, 
Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, Southampton 
PitxinetTon, LEONARD, Chandos st July 5 at 12 Bank- 
ee Carey st : ui 
Rucker, RTIN Dreperick, Fenchurch st, Financier July 
10at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Surrn, Wituram, Smethwick, Staffs, Plumber July 5 at 11 
191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
STepHENs, ALFRED, Billingsgate bldgs, Lower Thames st, 
Carman July6at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carev st 
Srevens, Faanx Cuar.tes Otproyp, Edgware rd, Milliner 
July 5at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Srrarton, JosepH Mark, Verwood, Dorset, Farmer July 
7at3 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, Souh- 
ampton 
Streek, Rronarp Epwakrp, Erith, Kent, Clothier July 10 
at 11.30 115, High st, Rochester 
TippeNHAM, JAmEs Untian, Iiketehall, Farmer July’5 at 11 
Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Tomutnson, THomas James Pacet, Gunterrtone rd, West 
Kensington July 7 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Varesio0, G, Moor st, Soho, Provision Dealer July 10 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Voocar, Witxt1am, Church rd, Willesden, Baker July 7 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Watt, Epwrn, Balsall Heath, Birmingham, Tailor July 5 
at 12 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Watt, Isaner, York, Grocer July 6 at 3 Off Rec, The 
Red House, Duncombe pl, York 
Wianart. G Temps, Eccleston sq July 6at12 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


AnpErson, WittiaAm Henry, Trimpley, Bewdley, 
} Ay pa Estate Agent Dudley Pet May 12 Ord 
une 2¢ 

Botsom, Sotomon Hareris, Tredegar rd, Bow, Furniture 
Dealer High Court Pet May 10 Ord June 23 


> _E= 


SMYRNA 








Recognised | 
MARKET for 


ORIENTAL 
CARPETS 
and RUGS 


LARGEST SELECTION 
IN THE WORLD 


Compare Prices 


Tottenham Court Road London 


Brornerton, Jonn AtFrep, Tonbridge, Fishmonger Tun- 

bridge Wells Pet June 19 Ord June 19 

Browyx; Grorce Wituam, Goxhill, Lincs, Grocer Gt 

Grimsby Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Burogss, SARAH Hetena, Penzance, Fancy Dealer Truro 

Pet June 22 Ord June 22 ed 

CurisT1An, Francis Mitis, Gt Grimsby, Printer’s Machinist 

Gt Grimsby Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

— Joun, Leicester Leicester Pet June 22 Ord 
une 22 

Cox, Cuartes, jun, Fletching rd, Lower Clapton, Horse 

Dealer High Court Pet June9 Ord June 21 : 

Crockrorb, James Cuaruxs, Rectory gdns, Tooting High 

Court Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Epwarps, Davin, Leicester Leicester Pet June 23 Ord 

uoe 

Epwarps, Davip, Neath, Glam, Confectioner Neath and 

Aberavon Pet June 24 Ord June 24 ‘ 

Fisner, Caronine Mary, Cadogan gins High Court Pet 

April10 Ord June 23 

Forp, Hexyry Hexsert, Ringmer, nr Lewes, Butcher 

Lewes~.Pet June 19 Ord June 22 

Guassoy, Jonx, Plasmarl, Swansea, Labourer Swansea 

Pet June 24’ Ord June 24 

Grecory, Henry, Woburn, Builder Luton Pet June 22 

Ord June 22 


Guy, Beysamix, Aston, Warwick, Draper Birmingham 

Pet June 21 Ord June 22 

Harwoop, Witiiam Henry, Seacombe, Cheshire, Joiner 

Birkenhead Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Herron, THomas Wiirrep, Harrogate, Jeweller York 

Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Hircueys, James, and Witu1Am Henry Hircuens, Pen- 

zance, Painters Truro Pet June 21 Ord June 24 

Hore, Rapa, Staindrop, Durham, Innkeeper Stockton on 

Tees Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Horxixs, Marran Maaia, Brighton, Boarding house 
Keeper Brighton Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Jacopsox, Isaac, Mortimer st. Mantle Manufucturer 

High Court Pet May 30 Ord June 23 

Kirsy, Hersert Steraex, Ampleforth, York, Farmer 

Northallerton Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

Mayson, Wit.ram, Scarborough, Grocer’s Assistant 
Scarborough Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Massey, Anniz, Salisbury, Grocer Salisbury Pet June 22 
Ord June 22 

Meex, Jvurivs Louis, Portobello rd, Notting Hill, Baker 
High Court Pet May9 Ord June 23 

Parker, Ciarre Guass, Southfields, Wandsworth, Professor 
of Dancing Wandsworth Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Pirxinecton, Leonarp, Chandos st High Court Pet June 

June 23 

Pottery, Artnur Ernest, Hove, Sussex, Colourman 
Brighton Pet June 15 Ord June 24 rf 

Porter, Wiiu1am Garwoop, Lowestoft Gt Yarmouth 
Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Ritey, Witu1am, Bridgend, Glam, TimberImporter Cardiff 
Pet May 27 Ord June 21 

Suerarrpson, Witiiam, Withernsea, Yorks Kingston 
upon Hull Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Sippoway, Jonn, Newcastle on Tyne Newcastle on Tyne 
Pet June5 Ord June 22 

Smattman, Jos, Pensnett, Staffs, Haulier Stourbridge 
Pet June 20 Ord June 21 

Smirn, Faep, Coventry, Wheelwright Coventry Pet 
June 23 Ord June 23 

8rreek, Ricuarp Epwarp, Erith, Kent, Clothier Rochester 
Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Turner, Tuomas, Kingston upon Hull. Street Contractor 
Kingston upon Hull Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Voocut, Witu1am, Church rd, Willesden, Baker High 
Court Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Warkey, Wittiam Ricuarp, Euston sq, Manufacturing 
Chemist High Court PetMay1 Ord June 19 

Wattey, Henry James, Samven Wattey, and WitiaM 
Henry Watery, May Bank, Wolstanton, Builders 
Hanley Pet Junelé Ord June 22 

Warerman, Freperiox, Cremyll, Cornwall, Ship Builder 
Plymouth Pet June2 Ord June 22 

Weston, Srurt Peer, Brighton, Auctioneer Brighton 
Pet June 15 Ord June 24 

Wiruams, Evan, Denbigh, Licensed Victualler Bangor 
Pet June 22 Oad June 22 

Wray, Grorct, Essex, Corn Merchant Chelmsford Pet 
June 22 Ord June 22 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 9: 

Danzia, Josrpu, Cwm, Ebbw Vale, Mon, Clothier Tredegar 

Pet June7 Ord Jane7 


AST SURREY WATER COMPANY. 
SALE OF ORDINARY SHARES BY TENDER. 


Norice 1s Heresy Given that it is the intention of the * 
i y to SELL by TENDER ONE THOUSAND 
ORDINARY SHARES of £10 each of and in the East 


Surrey Water Company. ; 
The last day for the reception of Tenders will be Friday, 
the 28th day of July next, at Twelve o’clock at noon. 
Forms of tender, with particulars of sale and conditions 
of tender attached, can be had upon application at the 


Company's Office, , Surrey. 
A. E. CORNEWALL-WALKER, 
Redhill, Surrey, 23rd June, 1905. Secretary. 





THE LONDON SCHOOL OF LAW. 


UITION for BAR, SOLICITORS’, UNI- 
VERSITY, and other LAW EXAMINATIONS, 

ORALLY (class or individual) or by CORRESPONDENCE. 

For iculars of Classes and er information apply 
to the SzcreTary, 1, Old Serjeants’-inn, W.C. 

IMPORTANT TO LAW CLERKS.—Attention is called 
to the New Scheme for the Examination, Certitication, and 
Instruction of Unarticled Law Clerks. Proep-ctus, giving 
full particulars, can be obtained on application to the Secre- 
tary. 

N.B.—The School now provides Tuition for the Matricula- 
tion, Bar, Solicitors’ and University Preliminary Examina- 
tions. 





AW.—Solicitor (aged 24; unadmitted ; a 

Public School man; articled in country) Desires 
Assistant Clerkship in a good country office; six years’ 
experience in town and country; can commence immedi- 
a, Tne moderate.—App'y, C. CU. Keity, Ross, Here- 
01 \ 





AW.—Solicitor (24), articled in London, 
and now M ing Clerk to a firm of Solicitors in 
the provinces, Desires a Clerkship in or near London, with 
or without a view to ultimate partnership or succession ; 
applicant is a Public School man, and has had experience 
in Court work, Conveyancing, and General office routine.— 
Apply Larrpac, “ Solicitors’ Journal” Office, 27, Chancery- 
lane, London, W.C. 


AW.—Conveyancing or General Clerkship 
Required; many ’ experience in London offices, 
—Address W., 67, Crayford-road, Holloway, N. 


OLICITOR (admitted April, 1904; 

Honours), seven years’ London experience, Desires 
Managing Clerkship, town or country, view Partnership or 
Succession ; thoroughly competent and advocate ; references 
well-known London firm and Bar.—Apply, Rex, care of 
“ Solicitors’ Journal’? Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


DVOWSON Wanted to Buy. Large 
house and grounds; within two hours of London; 
good Churchman.—Apply C., Ihe Rookery, Marlow, Bucks. 


WANTED. — ADVOWSON (Country) ; 
income £400 to £750.—Particulars to be furnished to 

apa. Seca, Hovucnes, & Greevxtaxp, Solicitors, 
a . 


£ 15 ANNU yw gee half - yearly ; 
first-class life 39; price £150,—Box 540, 
* Solicitors’ Journal” Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


SOLICITORS, Bank Managers, Town 

Clerks, and others Desiring to Dispose of Securities 

not readily marketable on the Stock Exchange, are invited 

to communicate with Joan Flower & Co. (Limrrep), Public 

Stock and Share Brokers ers, Swan-chambers, 

Co -avenue, E.C. Wires “Ardently, London.” 
*Phone, 1,334 London Wall. 


OSTS.—Davip Denton, Costs Draughts- 

man, 74, i -road, London, N., experienced 

in the Pr tion of Costs of all kinds for taxation or 
delivery to clients during twenty years ; terms moderate. 


























Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
SoxicrTors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane, 


Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: SoLiciTors’ JOURNAL and 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, 52s., 
post-free. SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL only, 26s. ; 
Country, 288. ; Foreign, 30s. 4d. WEEKLY 
REPORTER, in Wrapper, 26s.; Country or 
Foreign, 28s. 


Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 2s. 9d. ; hal 
law calf, 5s. 6d. v 


OOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 
Regent’s Park, are OPEN DAILY (except Sundays), 

from 9 a.m. until sunset. Admission Is., Mondays 64. 
Children always 6d. Ladies or gentlemen may be elected 
Fellows of the Society. Entrance fee £5. ual sub- 





OARD-ROOM TABLE for SALE, 

mahogany, with leather top and drawers; size Sft. 

by 4ft. 6in.; also Remington pewriter. — Apply C. 

Raw.tey Cross & Co,, Ilenester House, Uxbridge-road 
Station, W. 


ADY DETECTIVE, educated, experienced, 

Undertakes Private and Confidential Inquiries; Divoree, 

} ercial, &c.; strict integrity ; moderate fees; male and 

female assistants.—Miss Easroy, 241, Shaftesbury-avenue, 
(two doors from) New Oxford-street. 








ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION. 
on ov: Entertainment in Soe 


Heroes of Lifelike Heroes of 
Port Arthur. Portrait Models of Port Arthur. 
ENERAL NOGI, 
TOGO, and 
GENERAL 8TO 
MADAME TUSSAUD’S ROUMANIAN BAND. 
The Children’s Gallery, rae Railway, Monster Lucky 


JACK THE GIANT KILLER. 





seri: £3, or composition fee £35.—F i 
pay oy ‘or particulars apply 





MAPLE & CO 


ORETARY, 3, Hanover-square, W. 


The Mr. LENO. 
Admission, 1s, Children under 12,60. Open 10 till 10, 
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QBIENT- paciric L!*?: 


Delightful PLEASURE CRUISES to 
NORWAY 
By the Twin-screw 88, OPHIR, 6,814 tons, 10,000 h.p, 
Sailings July 8, 22; Aug. 5, 19. 


13 nave to £12 -12 = 0 sowaras 
F. GREEN & CO.; N, ANDERSON, & CO. 
Head Offices : FENCHURCH AVEN 


For apply to the latter Firm at 5, /_— 
avenue, E.C. ; or to the West End Branch Office, 28, 
Cockspur-street, 





DAILY -_ TRIPS 
EW PALACE STEAMERS, Lid. 


to 
OUTHEND, MARGATE, and RAMS- 
GATE and Back, Dail by 
“ROYAL SOVEREIGN” 
From Old Swan Pier (West side London Bridge) 
at 9.20 a.m., calling at Greenwich and North Woolwich, 
due back about 9 p.m. 
Special Train Fenchurch Street, 10.28 a.m, (Sundays 
10a.m,). St. Pancras, 9.53a.m. (Sundays 9.404 m.), 


and to 
SOUTHEND, MARGATE, RAMSGATE, 


EAL, DOVER, and Back, 
en imurdaye Mondays, Wednesdays, and 


Th 
Not calling Deal on 5 Gundaps. 
(Saturdays to ieee and MARGATE and back 
“ ee ” ) 
From Tilbury a’ a.m. (Sundays 11 a.m. 
Trains from Fenchurch Street, 8.27 am. (Sundays 


10 a.m,). 
Bt. Pancras 8 a.m. (Sundays 9.40 a m.). 
Due back Tilbury about 8.30 p m. 
About 5 hours on shore at re at Margate, 4 at Ramsgate. 


HUSBANDS’ BOAT, ‘* KOH-I-NOOR,” 
to MARGATE, 
from Tilbury on Saturda: 
Tender “Mermaid” from Old Swan ier, fy 1.50 p.m. 
Express Train Fenchurch Street, 3.25 p.m, ; 
Pancras, 2.30 p.m. 


For fares and further particulars apply to 
T. E. Barlow, Director, 50, Wing William-street, E.C, 





TOURS, with best hotels, full 
board, and Ist class travel throughout. 
7 
yTour 710 
OSTEN .. 2day ttoce, £1 4s ; ;10days 319 
EDINBURGH . gor Tour, £ £2 198. we 6days 3 8 
STAFFA and ION 9-day Tour 
CALEDONIAN CANA 
HARLINGEN, ZUIDER ZEE ..  B-daye’ Cruise 
HAMBURG . 5-day Tour, £4 168. 9d.; 6 days 
SCANDINAVIAN-GOTHA A Canal Tour...16 da 
ITALIAN-SICILIAN Cruise about 7 
Geneest Sicien Hiavigntion Os., 140. ., 55, Great Tower- 


; ead PYRENEES, &c... ...12-day To 


Coemoamanmcce 





ENERAL STEAM NAVIGATION CO., 
LTD. x ~~ by the EAGLE. 
From London Bridge Wharf at 9.10, 
Greenwich 9.30, Woolwich (South) 
9.50, and Tilbury Pier 11 a.m, 
ce, aie, 2s. ; Ly ay ee 
Return (for the Beason), 36 » 48. 6d. 


5s. 
From Fenchurch-street Station at 10.14 a.m., 6d. extra. 
55, Great Tower-street, E.C. 





EARL’S COURT. 


AVAL, SHIPPING, FISHERIES 
EXHIBITION, 
Noon to 11 p.m., 1s. 
Battleships, Torpedo-  Saamadipen, 
eet Fi tahery Es Exhi bit 
TON" i its. 
— "CENTENARY RELICS. 
Relics of all Naval Events 
PORTRAITS OF GREAT COMMANDERS, &e. 
FISHING VILLAGE 


Fieh Hatcheries, 
WORKING EXHIBITS 
ECOICH and YORKSHIRE FISHER LASSES. 
Model of Victory. 
Divers at prt been 


Baod of H.M. ROYAL M 
EXHIBITI 
LAW COURTS BRANCH: 


ARINES. 
UN NaVAL BAND. 
. N » CHANCERY LANE, W.C, 





FIRE OFFICE. 
Founded 1710. 


ANDREW'S HOSPITAL 
MENTAL DISEASES, 


NORTHAMPTON. 
For the Upper : and | Middle Glasses only. 


ST. 


Parstant : 
THE RIGHT HON. THE EARL SPENCER, K.G. 


The Institution is pleasantly situated in a healthy 
locality, one mile from the Northampton Station of the 
London and North-Western and Mi Railways, and 
one-and-a-half hours only from London, and is surrounded 
by more than 100 acres of pleasure grounds. 

The terms vary from 31s. 6d. to £4 4s. a week, according 
to the requirements of the case, These terms may be 
reduced by the Committee of Management under special 
circumstances. 

Patients paying higher rates can have Special Attendants, 
Horses and Carriages, and Private ms in the Hospi! 
or in Detached Villas in the Grounds of the Hospital ; or at 
— Park, a branch establishment, two miles from the 
Hospi! 

There’ is also a Seaside House, Bryn-y-Neuadd Hall, 
Lianfairfechan, N. Wales, beautifully - aren in a park of 
180 acres, to which patients may be sen 

Lt, further information apply to othe Medical Superin- 
tendent. 





Inebriety and the Abuse of Drugs, 


PLAS ~ YN ~ DINAS, 
Dinas Mawddwy, Merioneth. 


For Gentlemen of the Upper 
Classes only. 

TERMS: From Six Guineas A WEEK. 
Shooting—Well preserved, over 30,000 acres. 
Fishing—24 miles, including trout, sewin, and salmon. 
References— 

Dr. Gro. Savaace, 3, Henrietta-street, Cavendish- 
Dr. D i ng 34, Cavendish-square, W. 
For Prospectus, &c., apply— 
Dr. MM. WALKER, J.P., 
Plas-yn-Dinas, Dinas Mawddwy. 








Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For a, — the Act and privately. 


Vor Terms, &c., app’ 
? aD D. HOGG, M.R.C.8., &., 
Medical Su; 


Telephone: P.O. 16, RickmansworrTs. 





Licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879-99. 


BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT, 
BUNTINGFORD, HERTS. 


For the he 5 of Gentlemen suffering from Inebriet 
and Abuse of Drugs. In a most healthy, pi Eiverpod ze 
secluded part of the country, 1} hours from Liv -street, 
about 400 feet above sea-level; 10} acres grounds. 
Heated by hot-water apparatus. "Electric li Py Bae wey 
——— loyment and recreation. Workshops, Poultry 

Farm, Gardenia Cricket, an! Golf, Library, Music, 
Billiards, Dark om fon ter phy, &e. Patients may 
enter under the Acts b= pf y- Terms: 13-3 Guineas. 
Electric Light and Heat Baths, &c.—Apply to 

Resipeyt MepicaL SUPERINTENDENT or SzoreTary. 





INEBRIETY. 


MELBOUBNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 
Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, aA» 


Medical 
Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc, 


Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 
Founpep 1x THE Reicw or Wituram & Mary, 1689, 
ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS, 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
LEVEB SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners, 
CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 


BY Sea. AUTHORITY 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use, 


Suane Cexrivicates, Depentures, &c., engraved and 
printed, Ovrriciat Sats designed and executed. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 


49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 








Annual and other Returne Stamned and Filed. 


BRAND’S 
MEAT JUICE 
FOR INVALIDS. 


Prepared from the Finest Meat only. 
in Flasks, price 2/6. 
SOLD EVERYWHERE. 


BRAND & CO., Limited, MAYFAIR, W. 
An admirable Food of the 


EPPS’S 


Finest quality and flavour. 


COCOA 


Nutritious and Economical. 














M.D. (Camb.). 
Study of S Seeiey. Thirty years’ Experience. Excellent 
Legal an RB For terms and particulars | | 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 

TELEGRAPHIO Apprgss: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 





Treatment of Inebriety and the Drug Habit, | 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 
of, MARGARET'S, EAST TWICKENHAM, 8.W. | HOME for LADIES ADDICTED to INEBRIETY, 


(Private Home, Licensed, and under Governmen t 
Supervision.) 
Gentlemen are received either under the Act, or as Private 
ba its, Special Ar ts for Professional and Busi- | 


Cycling, er illards 








A.W. couse, District Manager. 
FUNDS IN BAND - - £2,563,000. 


For Terms a Besser Mepicat Suregintreypent. 


S. FISHER, 188, Strand. 





Hillsboro’ House, Upper Clapton. 


Mrs. Braamweti Boorn has a few VACANCIES for 


= time is an object. Boating, Tennis, Voluntary Patients in the above Home.’ Most encouraging 


results.— Particulars as to terms, &c., on application to 
Hackney. 


' Chief Secretary, 259, Mare Street, 
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